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Chapter  I 


Introduction 


This  volume  presents  the  results  of  a  sam¬ 
ple  Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and 
archeological  inventory  of  39  tracts  to¬ 
taling  405  ha  (1,000  ac)  in  extent  in  Terrebonne 
and  Lafourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  This  investi¬ 
gation  was  conducted  on  behalf  of  the  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District, 
by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
as  part  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study.  Portions  of  two  proposed 
levee  alignment  corridors  (the  Highway  57  500 
Year  Future  Plan  and  the  Recon  500  Plan)  were 
examined  as  a  result  of  this  investigation.  This 
research  was  conducted  to  test  a  site  predictive 
model  previously  developed  for  the  study  area 
by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
(Brown  et  al.  2000;  Volume  I),  as  well  as  to 
identify  and  evaluate  all  cultural  resources  situ¬ 
ated  within  the  examined  acreage.  Fieldwork  was 
completed  between  March  and  August,  1999. 
All  work  was  performed  in  accordance  with  the 
project  Scope  of  Work,  with  the  procedures  out¬ 
lined  in  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act 
of  1966,  as  amended;  with  the  Archaeological 
and  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1974;  with  the 
Archaeological  Resources  Protection  Act  of 
1979,  as  amended;  and  with  Title  36  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  Parts  60-66  and  800,  as 
appropriate.  Additionally,  this  survey  effort 
abided  by  the  standards  set  forth  in  Archeology 
and  Historic  Preservation:  The  Secretary  of  the 
Interior’s  Guidelines  and  in  Louisiana’s  Com¬ 
prehensive  Archaeological  Plan  (Smith  et  al. 
1983). 


Project  Description 

As  part  of  the  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasi¬ 
bility  Study,  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
New  Orleans  District,  is  investigating  two  pro¬ 
posed  levee  alignments  (the  Highway  57  500 
Year  Future  Plan  and  the  Recon  500  Year  Plan) 
situated  in  the  vicinity  of  Houma,  Bayou  Grand 
Caillou,  and  Bayou  du  Large  Ridge  in  Terre¬ 
bonne  and  Lafourche  Parishes,  Louisiana  (Fig¬ 
ures  1  -  3).  The  proposed  Highway  57  500  Year 
Future  Plan  levee  alignment  will  incorporate 
approximately  2,203.4  ha  (5,444.7  ac),  while  the 
proposed  Recon  500  Year  Plan  will  measure 
roughly  1,400.1  ha  (3,459.8  ac)  in  aerial  extent. 
These  levees  will  be  designed  to  provide  addi¬ 
tional  flood  and  hurricane  surge  protection  for 
portions  of  Terrebonne  and  Lafourche  Parishes. 
Each  of  the  proposed  levee  alignments  will  util¬ 
ize/improve  existing  levees,  pumping  stations, 
and  other  water  control  structures.  Additional 
facilities  to  be  constructed  as  part  of  this  under¬ 
taking  will  include  levees,  flood  gates,  one  or 
more  locks,  and  other  water  control  structures. 

The  current  cultural  resources  investigation 
was  designed  to  test  and  to  refine  an  archeologi¬ 
cal  site  predictive  model  previously  developed 
by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc. 
(Brown  et  al.  2000;  Volume  I)'.  The  principal 
goal  of  the  current  investigation  was  to  test  the 
validity  of  that  site  predictive  model.  As  part  of 
this  study,  a  405  ha  (1,000  ac)  sample,  or  ap- 


1  This  site  predictive  model  initially  was  developed  in 
1997,  but  it  has  been  revised  and  reprinted  in  association 
with  the  current  sample  survey.  The  revised  model, 
authored  by  Brown  et  al.  (2000),  appears  as  Volume  I  of 
this  report. 
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Figure  1.  Map  of  Louisiana  depicting  the  project  area. 
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Figure  2.  Map  depicting  the  proposed  Highway  57  500  Year  Future  Plan  levee  alignment  in  Terrebonne  and  Lafour¬ 
che  Parishes,  Louisiana. 
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Figure  3.  Map  depicting  the  proposed  Recon  500  Year  Plan  levee  alignment. 


R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc. 


4 


Chapter  I:  Introduction 


proximately  1 1  percent  of  the  total  project  area, 
was  examined  for  evidence  of  cultural  resources. 
The  data  recovered  as  a  result  of  this  investiga¬ 
tion,  as  well  as  the  assessment  of  the  site  predic¬ 
tive  model,  will  be  used  by  the  U.S.  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  in  planning 
future  cultural  resource  management  efforts 
within  the  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility 
Study  area. 

The  Site  Predictive  Model 

The  site  predictive  model  previously  devel¬ 
oped  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates, 
Inc.,  for  the  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility 
Study  (Volume  I)  incorporated  data  on  regional 
geomorphology,  the  prehistoric  and  historic  pe¬ 
riod  cultural  settings  of  the  overall  study  area, 
the  results  of  other  modeling  efforts  designed  to 
predict  archeological  site  occurrence  in  south 
Louisiana,  the  results  of  previously  conducted 
cultural  resources  investigations  in  the  project 
region,  and  the  distribution  of  known  cultural 
resources  within  and  adjacent  to  the  proposed 
levee  alignment  corridors  (Volume  I).  Utilizing 
these  data,  Brown  et  al.  (2000)  divided  the  proj¬ 
ect  reach  into  areas  assessed  as  having  either 
high  or  low  probabilities  for  containing  cultural 
resources.  In  general,  high  probability  areas 
were  defined  as  those  portions  of  the  project  cor¬ 
ridors  that  fell  on  natural  levees  or  crevasse  land 
bridges,  while  low  probability  areas  were  classi¬ 
fied  as  those  stretches  of  the  proposed  levee 
alignments  that  fell  in  interdistributary  wetlands. 
In  addition  to  these  general  predictions,  Brown 
et  al.  (2000)  devised  a  series  of  eight  hypotheses 
to  explain  archeological  site  location  in  the  study 
area.  These  included: 

1)  Past  settlement  was  almost  entirely  confined 
to  natural  levee  deposits  .  .  therefore,  ar¬ 
cheological  sites  will  occur  in  the  same  ar¬ 
eas,  regardless  of  whether  the  geomorphic 
structures  are  presently  subsided  .... 

2)  Sites  of  all  periods  will  occur  preferentially 
at  distributary  confluences  and  crevasse  land 
bridges .... 

3)  Site  types  will  be  distributed  differentially, 
with  central  places  like  mounds  and  planta¬ 
tions  occurring  preferentially  at  distributary 
confluences,  and  with  resource  procurement 


sites  occurring  preferentially  on  the  distal 
flanks  and  extremities  of  distributaries  .... 

4)  Earth  middens  are  the  most  common  type  of 
site  that  remains  to  be  identified  in  the  proj¬ 
ect  area  .  .  .  Earth  middens  are  probably 
common  but  very  poorly  recognized  in  the 
project  area. 

5)  Overall  site  density  of  the  natural  levees  in 
the  project  area  can  be  estimated  at  0.037 
sites/ha  (0.0148  sites/ac) .... 

6)  Site  density  in  interdistributary  wetlands, 
although  very  low,  will  be  greater  than  zero. 

7)  Shipwrecks  and  derelict  vessels  appear  to 
be  common  in  the  larger  distributary  chan¬ 
nels  ....  [and] 

8)  Historic  plantations  will  exhibit  the  nodal 
block  and  bayou  block  settlement  patters 
described  by  Rheder  (1978),  with  the  later 
predominating.  Plantations  will  occur  pref¬ 
erentially  where  there  are  unusual  expanses 
of  arable  land  (Brown  et  al.  (2000):  137- 
138). 

In  order  to  test  these  hypotheses,  Brown  et  al. 
(2000)  recommended  a  sample  survey  of  ran¬ 
domly  selected  tracts  within  the  project  areas  to 
collect  additional  data  on  archeological  site  oc¬ 
currence  and  non-occurrence. 

Research  Design  and  Field  Methodology 

The  current  cultural  resources  investigation 
was  designed  to  examine  an  1 1  percent  sample, 
or  405  ha  (1,000  ac),  of  the  currently  proposed 
levee  alignment  project  areas.  Survey  tracts  were 
selected  based  in  part  on  their  perceived  prob¬ 
ability  to  contain  cultural  resources  and  in  part 
on  the  accessibility  of  the  landforms;  some  tracts 
initially  selected  for  survey  could  not  be  exam¬ 
ined  since  right-of-entry  to  these  areas  was  de¬ 
nied.  Although  an  attempt  was  made  to  allocate 
one-third  of  the  examined  acreage  to  low  prob¬ 
ability  areas,  in  practice,  only  87  ha  (214  ac)  of 
low  probability  landforms  were  examined;  the 
remaining  318  ha  (786  ac)  was  allocated  to  high 
probability  areas. 

Fieldwork  consisted  of  a  combination  of 
pedestrian  survey,  boat  survey,  probing,  and 
shovel  and  auger  testing.  Boat  survey  was  con¬ 
ducted  along  the  bayous  and  canals  that  inter- 
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cross  the  proposed  levee  alignment  corridors. 
During  boat  survey,  the  banklines  of  the  bay¬ 
ous/canals  were  examined  visually  for  cultural 
material.  Where  appropriate,  shovel/auger  test¬ 
ing  was  conducted  along  the  bankline.  Addition¬ 
ally,  a  long  metal  probe  was  used  to  test  for 
submerged  or  deeply  buried  cultural  resources. 
In  terrestrial  areas,  fieldwork  consisted  of  pe¬ 
destrian  survey  augmented  by  systematic  shovel 
testing.  Shovel  tests  were  excavated  at  25  m  (82 
ft)  intervals  along  survey  transects  spaced  25  m 
(82  ft)  apart.  In  total,  229  ha  (565  ac)  were  in¬ 
spected  utilizing  boat  survey  augmented  with 
probing  and  shovel  testing,  while  the  remaining 
176  ha  (435  ac)  were  examined  using  pedestrian 
survey  and  systematic  shovel  testing.  Identical 
field  methods  were  utilized  in  both  high  and  low 
probability  areas  to  eliminate  any  bias  in  the 
survey  methodology. 

Project  Results 

During  survey,  five  non-site  cultural  re¬ 
sources  loci  (32-01,  32-04,  32-05,  32-06,  and 
32-07),  six  newly  recorded  archeological  sites 
(16TR301,  16TR302,  16TR303,  16TR304, 

16LF72,  and  16LF73),  and  two  newly  recorded 
standing  structures  older  than  50  years  in  age 
(55-1113  and  55-1112)  were  identified.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  five  previously  recorded  archeological  sites 
(16TR3,  16TR19,  16TR33,  16TR71,  and 

16LF108)  and  three  previously  recorded  stand¬ 
ing  structures  (55-1011,  55-1012,  and  55-1013) 
were  revisited.  While  an  attempt  also  was  made 
to  relocate  previously  recorded  Site  16TR26,  no 
evidence  of  this  site  could  be  identified  during 
survey.  A  seventh  previously  recorded  archeo¬ 
logical  site  (16TR160)  was  positioned  within  the 
proposed  levee  alignment  project  area,  but  right- 
of-entry  to  this  site  was  denied  by  the  current 
landowner. 

A  total  of  three  archeological  sites  (16TR3, 
16TR33,  and  16LF108)  dated  from  the  prehis¬ 
toric  period,  six  archeological  sites  (16TR301, 
16TR304,  16TR19,  16TR71,  and  16LF72)  con¬ 
tained  both  prehistoric  and  historic  period  com¬ 
ponents,  and  three  archeological  sites  (16TR302, 
16TR303,  and  16LF73)  and  all  five  non-site 
cultural  resources  loci  dated  from  the  his¬ 
toric/modem  period.  The  prehistoric  sites  were 
characterized  as  a  Marksville  to  Baytown  period 
shell  midden  and  artifact  scatter  (16TR3),  a  Late 


Plaquemine  cultural  mound  (16TR33),  and  a 
dredge  spoil  pile  that  produced  late  prehistoric 
period  cultural  material  (16LF108).  The  multi- 
component  sites  included  an  isolated  prehistoric 
period  find  within  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth 
century  artifact  scatter  (16TR301),  a  Late 
Plaquemine/Mississippian  cultural  shell  midden 
and  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  dump 
(16TR304),  a  Plaquemine  cultural  mound  and 
two  discrete  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  arti¬ 
fact  scatters  that  may  represent  the  remains  of  a 
domestic  dwelling  and  an  associated  farm  com¬ 
plex  (16TR19),  a  Plaquemine  cultural  artifact 
scatter  and  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  arti¬ 
fact  scatter  that  may  represent  the  remains  of  a 
domestic  dwelling  (16TR71),  and  a  Late 
Plaquemine/Mississippian  cultural  artifact  scat¬ 
ter  and  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  artifact 
scatter  that  probably  represents  the  remains  of  a 
dwelling  (16LF72).  The  historic  period  sites 
were  listed  as  a  buried  shell  fill  deposit  that 
probably  dates  from  the  twentieth  century 
(16TR302),  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century 
artifact  scatter  that  appears  to  demarcate  the  re¬ 
mains  of  a  dwelling  (16TR303),  and  a  twentieth 
century  dump  (16LF73).  The  five  non-site  loci 
consisted  of  a  late  twentieth  century  artifact 
scatter  associated  with  a  modem  mobile  home 
(32-01),  an  isolated  historic  period  find  (32-04), 
a  low  density  scatter  of  faunal  material  associ¬ 
ated  with  an  isolated  historic  period  find  (32- 
OS),  a  low  density  surface  scatter  of  brick  frag¬ 
ments  associated  with  an  isolated  faunal  speci¬ 
men  (32-06),  and  two  isolated  faunal  remains 
(32-07). 

No  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits  or 
research  potential  was  identified  at  the  five  non¬ 
site  cultural  resources  loci  or  at  seven  of  the  ar¬ 
cheological  sites  (16TR301,  16TR302, 

16TR303,  16TR3,  16LF72,  16LF73,  and 

16LF108).  These  loci  and  sites  do  not  possess 
the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional 
testing  of  these  loci  and  sites  is  recommended. 
Evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits  and  substan¬ 
tive  research  potential,  however,  was  identified 
at  the  four  remaining  archeological  sites 
(16TR19,  16TR33,  16TR71,  and  16TR304). 
Sites  16TR71  and  16TR304  were  assessed  as 
potentially  significant  and  Sites  16TR19  and 
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16TR33  were  assessed  as  significant  applying 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria 
for  evaluation  under  Criterion  D  (36  CFR  60.4 
[d]).  Avoidance  or  additional  (Phase  II)  testing 
of  Sites  16TR71  and  16TR304,  and  avoidance  or 
mitigation  (Phase  III)  of  Sites  16TR19  and 
16TR33  is  recommended.2 

The  newly  and  previously  recorded  stand¬ 
ing  structures  identified/revisited  as  a  result  of 
the  current  investigation  were  characterized  as  a 
mid-nineteenth  century,  wood  frame,  National 
style,  side-gabled  dwelling  (55-1113);  an  early 
twentieth  century,  wood  frame,  National  style, 
front-gabled  shotgun  that  also  contained  Crafts¬ 
man  style  attributes  (55-1 112);  a  mid-nineteenth 
century,  wood  frame,  National  style,  side-gabled 
(Acadian  salt  box)  dwelling  (55-1011);  an  early 
twentieth  century,  wood  frame,  National  style, 
side-gabled  (Acadian)  dwelling  (55-1012);  and  a 
late  nineteenth  century,  wood  frame,  National 
style,  front-gabled  shotgun  (55-1013).  Standing 
Structures  55-1011,  55-1012,  and  55-1112  were 
classified  as  typical  examples  of  locally  com¬ 
mon  housing  types  and  these  buildings  were  as¬ 
sessed  as  not  significant  applying  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation 
(36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Standing  Structures  55- 
1113  and  55-1013,  however,  represented  distin¬ 
guishable  architectural  entities  characteristic  of 
the  National  style  and  the  side-gabled  (55-1 1 13) 
and  shotgun  (55-1013)  forms.  These  structures 
may  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places 
criteria  for  evaluation  under  Criterion  C  (36 
CFR  60.4  [c]).  Avoidance  or  additional  archi¬ 
tectural  recordation  of  these  two  structures  is 
recommended.3 

The  data  generated  as  a  result  of  this  inves¬ 
tigation  in  general  confirm  the  predictive  state¬ 
ments  hypothesized  by  Brown  et  al.  (2000;  Vol- 


2  The  Louisiana  Division  of  Archeology  concurred  with  all 
of  the  archeological  site  assessments  and  recommendations, 
except  those  for  Site  16TR304.  The  Division  determined 
that  Site  16TR304  is  not  significant. 

3  The  Louisiana  Division  of  Historic  Preservation  con¬ 
curred  with  the  assessments  and  recommendations  of 
Standing  Structures  55-1011,  55-1012,  and  55-1112,  but 
they  did  not  agree  with  the  assessments  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  Standing  Structures  55-1113  and  55-1013.  The 
Division  determined  that  the  latter  two  structures  are  not 
significant. 


ume  I)  regarding  archeological  site  location.  All 
of  the  archaeological  sites  identified  or  revisited 
during  survey  were  located  on  natural  levee  de¬ 
posits  in  areas  predicted  to  have  a  high  prob¬ 
ability  for  containing  cultural  resources.  Overall, 
the  site  density  along  the  natural  levees  was 
0.057  sites/ha  (0.014  sites/ac),  a  result  that  is 
remarkably  consistent  with  Brown  et  al.  (2000) 
prediction  of  0.037  sites/ha  (0.0148  sites/ac)  for 
the  natural  levee  landforms.  No  archeological 
sites  were  identified  in  the  low  probability  areas, 
i.e.,  in  the  interdistributary  wetlands.  Although 
these  results  contradict  Brown  et  al.  (2000) 
statement  that  the  density  of  archeological  sites 
in  interdistributary  wetlands  will  be  greater  than 
zero,  they  confirm  that  site  densities  in  wetlands 
will  be  extremely  low.  A  more  detailed  analysis 
of  the  site  predictive  model  is  presented  in 
Chapter  V  of  this  volume. 

Recommendations 

In  addition  to  the  site  specific  recommen¬ 
dations  presented  above,  additional  Phase  I  cul¬ 
tural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inven¬ 
tory  is  recommended  for  all  non-surveyed  high 
probability  areas  contained  within  the  proposed 
Highway  57  500  Future  Year  Plan  and  Recon 
500  Year  Plan  levee  alignment  corridors.  Since 
the  results  of  the  current  investigation  confirm 
the  predictive  statement  that  site  densities  in  in¬ 
terdistributary  wetlands  will  be  extremely  low, 
no  additional  testing  of  these  areas  is  recom¬ 
mended.  Specific  recommendations  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  proposed  levee  alignment  corridors 
are  presented  below. 

The  Highway  57  500  Year  Future  Plan 

The  proposed  Highway  57  500  Year  Future 
Plan  measures  approximately  2,383.8  ha 
(5,890.4  ac)  in  size;  this  includes  1,555.2  ha 
(3,842.8  ac)  of  natural  levees  and  crevasse  land 
bridges  assessed  as  having  a  high  probability  for 
containing  cultural  resources  and  828.7  ha 
(2,047.6  ac)  of  interdistributary  wetlands  as¬ 
sessed  as  having  a  low  probability  for  containing 
such  resources.  Since  137.5  ha  (339.8  ac)  of  the 
high  probability  areas  previously  were  surveyed 
for  cultural  resources  (Brown  et  al.  2000),  and 
an  additional  318.1  ha  (786  ac)  of  high  prob¬ 
ability  areas  were  examined  along  this  alignment 
as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation  (Chapters 
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II  and  III,  this  volume),  additional  testing  of  the 
remaining  1,099.6  ha  (2,717  ac)  of  high  prob¬ 
ability  acreage  is  recommended. 

The  Recon  500  Year  Plan 

The  proposed  Recon  500  Year  Plan  incor¬ 
porates  approximately  1,400.1  ha  (3,459.8  ac);  a 
majority  of  this  acreage  (911.5  ha  [2,252.3  ac]) 
occupies  landforms  (natural  levees  and  crevasse 
land  bridges)  assessed  as  having  a  high  prob¬ 
ability  for  containing  cultural  resources.  The 
remaining  portions  of  the  project  area  (488.7  ha 
[1,207.5  ac])  are  positioned  on  landforms  (inter¬ 
distributary  wetlands)  assessed  as  having  a  low 
probability  for  containing  such  resources.  A  total 
of  72.8  ha  (179.8  ac)  of  the  high  probability  ar¬ 
eas  along  this  alignment  previously  were  sur¬ 
veyed  for  cultural  resources  (Brown  et  al.  2000); 
an  additional  315.7  ha  (780  ac)  of  high  prob¬ 
ability  areas  were  examined  along  the  proposed 
Recon  500  Year  Plan  alignment  as  a  result  of  the 
current  investigation  (Chapters  II  and  III,  this 
volume).  Consequently,  additional  testing  of  the 
remaining  523.1  ha  (1,292.5  ac)  of  high  prob¬ 
ability  acreage  is  recommended. 

Project  Personnel 

William  P.  Athens,  M.A.,  served  as  the 
Principal  Investigator  for  this  project.  Patrick  P. 
Robblee,  M.A.,  R.P.A.,  acted  as  Project  Man¬ 
ager.  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  M.A.,  served  as  As¬ 
sistant  Project  Manager  and  he  directed  the  field 
effort;  he  was  assisted  by  Heather  Bowden, 
B.A.;  Chris  Branam,  B.A.;  Colleen  Hanratty, 
B.A.;  Benjamin  Hoksbergen,  B.A.;  Hedy  Justus, 
B.A.;  Mohammed  Salem,  B.A.;  Roger  Soden, 
B.A.;  David  Stitcher,  B.A.;  and  Ellen  Wilmer, 
B.A.  Jerome  Zeringue  of  the  South  Terrebonne 
Parish  Water  District  provided  assistance  in  ob¬ 
taining  permission  to  survey  the  selected  tracts. 
Charlene  Keck,  M.A.,  R.P.A.,  directed  the  labo¬ 
ratory  analysis  of  the  cultural  material  recovered 
during  survey.  She  was  assisted  by  Rebecca 
Johnson,  B.A.,  and  James  Allen  Green,  Jr.  The 


graphics  that  appear  in  this  report  were  prepared 
by  Faith  Leech,  B.A.,  and  David  Stitcher,  B.A. 
And  lastly,  Heidi  Post,  B.A.,  and  Chad  Famum, 
B.A.,  produced  this  volume. 

Organization  of  the  Report 

Discussions  pertaining  to  the  natural,  pre¬ 
historic,  and  historic  settings  of  the  project  re¬ 
gion  as  well  as  descriptions  of  all  previously 
recorded  archeological  sites  and  previously  con¬ 
ducted  cultural  resources  investigations  con¬ 
ducted  in  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed  levee 
alignment  corridors  are  presented  in  Brown  et  al. 
(2000);  that  information  is  not  repeated  here. 
The  research  design  and  field  methodologies 
used  to  complete  this  investigation  are  discussed 
in  Chapter  II.  That  chapter  also  includes  a  brief 
discussion  of  the  laboratory  methods  and  the 
procedures  used  to  process  and  analyze  the  cul¬ 
tural  material  recovered  during  survey.  The  re¬ 
sults  of  this  investigation,  including  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  each  cultural  resource  identified,  are  de¬ 
scribed  in  Chapter  III.  An  assessment  of  the  site 
predictive  model  and  a  summary  and  manage¬ 
ment  recommendations  are  presented  in  Chapter 
IV. 

A  list  of  the  artifacts  recovered  during  sur¬ 
vey  is  included  as  Appendix  I.  State  of  Louisi¬ 
ana  site  record  and  site  update  forms  for  each 
site  identified/revisited  as  a  result  of  this  under¬ 
taking  are  contained  in  Appendix  II.  State  of 
Louisiana  standing  structure  forms  for  each 
structure  identified/revisited  during  survey  ap¬ 
pear  in  Appendix  ID.  And  lastly,  a  complete  set 
of  7.5  minute  series  U.S.  Geological  Survey 
topographic  quadrangles  depicting  the  proposed 
levee  alignments,  all  previously  recorded  and 
newly  recorded  cultural  resources  situated  within 
and  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  proposed 
project  corridors,  the  limits  of  all  previously  con¬ 
ducted  cultural  resources  surveys  in  the  immedi¬ 
ate  vicinity  of  the  study  area,  and  all  tracts  ex¬ 
amined  during  survey  appear  as  Attachment  1. 
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Research  Design  and 
Field  Methodology 


ntroduction 

This  chapter  describes  the  research  design 
and  field  methodologies  used  to  complete  the 
current  Phase  I  cultural  resources  sample  survey. 
It  also  includes  a  discussion  of  the  laboratory 
methods  and  the  procedures  utilized  to  process 
and  analyze  the  cultural  material  recovered  as  a 
result  of  this  undertaking. 

Project  Description 

The  present  study  considered  two  potential 
levee  alignments:  the  Highway  57  500  Year  Fu¬ 
ture  Plan  and  the  Recon  500  Year  Plan  (Figures 
2  and  3  and  Attachment  1).  Both  of  these  align¬ 
ments  extend  through  portions  of  Terrebonne 
and  Lafourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  The  pro¬ 
posed  Highway  57  500  Year  Plan  incorporates 
approximately  2,383.8  ha  (5,890.4  ac),  and  it 
extends  across  portions  of  10  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  7.5  minute  series  topographic  quadran¬ 
gles  (Humphreys,  Houma,  Lake  Theriot,  Bayou 
Sauveur,  Dulac,  Lake  Quitman,  Lake  Tambour, 
Montegut,  Lake  Bully  Camp,  and  Larose)  (Fig¬ 
ure  2  and  Attachment  1).  The  proposed  Recon 
500  Year  Plan  measures  roughly  1,400.2  ha 
(3,459.8  ac)  in  size,  and  it  traverses  eight  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  7.5  minute  series  topographic 
quadrangles  (Humphreys,  Houma,  Bourg,  Mon¬ 
tegut,  Dulac,  Lake  Tambour,  Lake  Bully  Camp, 
and  Larose)  (Figure  3  and  Attachment  1).  Both 
alignments  share  approximately  832.1  ha 
(2,056.2  ac)  in  common. 


Research  Design 

The  current  investigation  was  designed  to 
test  the  site  predictive  model  previously  devel¬ 
oped  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates, 
Inc.,  (Brown  et  al.  2000;  Volume  I)  for  the  cur¬ 
rently  proposed  levee  alignment  project  areas.  In 
essence,  this  model  states  that  archeological  sites 
will  be  located  preferentially  across  natural  levee 
deposits  and  especially  near  the  confluences  of 
distributaries  or  on  crevasse  land  bridges.  The 
predictive  model  was  based  on  a  number  of  fac¬ 
tors  including  the  distribution  of  known  cultural 
resources  within  the  study  area  and  a  geomor- 
phological  classification  of  the  landforms  encom¬ 
passed  by  the  proposed  levee  alignment  corridors. 
In  general,  landforms  were  classified  either  as 
natural  levee  (distributary  natural  levee,  subsided 
distributaiy  natural  levee,  or  crevasse  natural 
levee)  or  as  interdistributary  wetlands  (Brown  et 
al.  2000;  Attachment  1).  As  a  result  of  this  land- 
form  classification  effort,  the  project  corridors 
were  divided  into  areas  assessed  as  having  a  high 
or  low  probability  for  containing  intact  cultural 
deposits.  High  probability  areas  were  defined  as 
those  portions  of  the  proposed  levee  alignments 
that  fell  on  natural  levee  deposits;  low  probability 
areas  were  defined  as  those  segments  of  the  two 
project  corridors  encompassed  by  extant  interdis¬ 
tributary  wetlands.  In  addition  to  these  divisions, 
those  portions  of  the  proposed  project  rights-of- 
way  positioned  within  1  km  (0.6  mi)  of  the  con¬ 
fluence  of  two  distributaries  or  at  the  intersection 


R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc. 


9 


Chapter  II:  Research  Design  and  Field  Methodology 


of  a  crevasse  natural  levee  and  a  distributary  natu¬ 
ral  levee  were  targeted  since  these  represented 
areas  with  an  exceptionally  high  probability  for 
containing  cultural  resources.  Brown  et  al.  (2000; 
Attachment  I)  identified  25  such  areas  within  the 
project  reach. 

Fieldwork  for  the  current  investigation  was 
conducted  to  assess  the  validity  of  these  predic¬ 
tions.  Survey  resulted  in  the  examination  of  1 1 
percent  of  the  currently  proposed  levee  align¬ 
ment  project  corridors,  i.e.,  405  ha  (1,000  ac). 
Although  the  current  project  alignments  have 
been  revised  slightly  since  the  development  of 
the  predictive  model,  in  general,  they  follow  the 
same  trajectories.  Prior  to  initiating  the  field¬ 
work,  39  discrete  tracts  scattered  across  both 
project  alignments  were  selected  for  investiga¬ 


tion  (Table  1).  The  selection  of  these  tracts  was 
based  on  three  factors:  the  accessibility  of  the 
tract  by  land  or  water,  the  ability  to  secure  right- 
of-entry,  and  the  probability  of  the  area  to  con¬ 
tain  cultural  deposits.  Since  right-of-entry  was  a 
primary  consideration,  the  examined  acreage 
does  not  represent  a  random  sample  of  the  two 
levee  alignment  corridors.  While  an  attempt  was 
made  to  allocate  one-third  (135  ha  [333  ac])  of 
the  examined  acreage  to  low  probability  areas, 
in  practice,  only  87  ha  (214  ac)  of  low  probabil¬ 
ity  landforms  were  examined;  right-of-entry 
could  not  be  secured  to  other  low  probability 
areas  encompassed  by  the  project  reach.  Jerome 
Zeringue  of  the  South  Terrebonne  Parish  Water 
District  provided  assistance  in  identifying  and 
contacting  landowners  to  secure  right-of-entry. 


Table  1.  Areas  Examined  during  Survey. 
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Table  3,  continued 


SURVEY 

AREA 

QUADRANGLE 

LEVEE 

ALIGNMENT 

SIZE 

PROBABILITY 

METHODOLOGY 

SHOVEL  TESTS 

(EXCAVATED/ 

PLANNED) 

CULTURAL  RESOURCES 
IDENTIFIED 

22 

La  rose/ 

Lake  Bully 
Camp 

Both 

6  ha  / 

15  ac 

High 

anna 

3/3 

None 

23 

Lake  Bully 
Camp 

Both 

High 

6/6 

Site  16TR33 

24 

Both 

2  ha/ 

6  ac 

High 

2/2 

None 

25 

Lake  Bully 

Camp 

Both 

13  ha  / 

33  ac 

High 

Boat  survey  augmented 
with  probing  and  shovel 
testing 

3/3 

Site  16LF108 

26 

Lake  Bully 
Camp 

Both 

■ 

■ 

Low 

Boat  survey  augmented 
with  probing  and  shovel 
testing 

2/3 

None 

27 

Both 

6  ha  / 

16  ac 

Low 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

28 

Bayou  Sauveur 

Both 

High 

HHBSi 

0/0 

None 

29 

Bayou  Sauveur 

Both 

■ 

Low 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

30 

Lake  Quitman 

Both 

5  ha/ 

12  ac 

High 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

31 

Lake  Quitman 

Both 

2  ha  / 

5  ac 

Low 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

32 

Lake  Quitman 

Both 

fUgnu 

High 

Pedestrian  survey  and 
shovel  testing 

896/1,207 

Sites  16TR26,  16TR301, 

1 6TR302,  16TR303,  and 
16TR304;  Loci  32-01,32- 
04,  32-05,  32-06,  and  32-07 

35 

Montegut/ 

Lake  Quitman/ 
Lake  Tambour 

Both 

27  ha/ 

66  ac 

High 

Boat  survey  augmented 
with  probing 

0/0 

None 

36 

Lake  Theriot 

Both 

2  ha  / 

5  ac 

High 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

37 

Lake  Theriot 

Both 

2  ha  / 

5  ac 

Low 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

38 

Humphreys 

Highway  57 
500  Year 

2  ha  / 

5  ac 

High 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

39 

Lake  Theriot/ 
Dulac 

Both 

13  ha  / 

31  ac 

Low 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

40 

Lake  Quitman 

Both 

1  ha  / 

3  ac 

Low 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

41 

Montegut/ 

Lake  Tambor 

Both 

28  ha/ 

69  ac 

High 

0/0 

None 

42 

HRHHI 

Both 

15  ha/ 

37  ac 

High 

0/0 

None 

43 

Bayou  Sauveur 

Both 

3  ha  / 

8  ac 

Low 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

45 

Bourg 

Recon  Future 

4  ha  / 

9  ac 

Low 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

46 

Lake  Quitman 

10  ha  / 

25  ac 

High 

Boat  survey 

0/0 

None 

TOTAL 

- 

- 

405  ha  / 
1,000  ac 

- 

- 

1,983/2,781 

- 
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Field  Methods 

Fieldwork  for  this  project  consisted  of  boat 
survey  augmented  with  probing  and  judgmental 
shovel/auger  testing,  or  pedestrian  survey  aug¬ 
mented  with  systematic  shovel  testing.  As  dis¬ 
cussed  previously,  39  survey  tracts  encompass¬ 
ing  405  ha  (1,000  ac)  were  examined  for  cultural 
resources.  During  survey,  32  tracts  totaling  229 
ha  (565  ac)  were  surveyed  utilizing  the  former 
methodology.  Pedestrian  survey  augmented  by 
systematic  shovel  testing  was  utilized  to  assess 
the  remaining  7  tracts  (i.e.,  the  remaining  176  ha 
[435  ac]).  Identical  field  methods  were  utilized 
in  both  high  and  low  probability  areas  to  elimi¬ 
nate  any  bias  in  the  survey  methodology.  A  de¬ 
scription  of  the  two  methodologies  is  presented 
below. 

Boat  survey  was  conducted  along  the  bay¬ 
ous  and  canals  located  throughout  the  proposed 
levee  alignment  corridors.  For  purposes  of  this 
investigation,  it  was  assumed  that  a  30.5  m  (100 
ft)  wide  corridor,  or  4.9  ha  (12.14  ac)  per  linear 
km  (per  linear  mi),  could  be  examined  by  boat. 
During  survey,  the  banklines  of  the  bayou  or  the 
existing  canal  were  examined  for  cultural  mate¬ 
rial  and  for  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits. 
Along  the  larger  canals  where  only  one  bankline 
will  impacted  by  the  proposed  undertaking,  only 
the  affected  side  of  the  canal  was  examined 
(e.g.,  Area  42  along  the  Houma  Navigational 
Canal).  Where  appropriate,  shovel  and/or  auger 
tests  were  excavated  along  the  bankline  of  the 
canal/bayou  and/or  bankline  profiles  were  pre¬ 
pared.  Additionally,  a  long  metal  probe  was  used 
to  test  for  submerged  or  deeply  buried  cultural 
resources,  such  as  shell  middens.  In  general, 
probing  was  conducted  at  10  m  (32.8  ft)  inter¬ 
vals  along  the  bankline. 

In  elevated,  dry  areas,  fieldwork  consisted 
of  pedestrian  survey  augmented  by  systematic 
shovel  testing.  Shovel  tests  were  excavated  at  25 
m  (82  ft)  intervals  along  survey  transects  spaced 
25  m  (82  ft)  apart.  Each  shovel  test  measured 
approximately  30  cm  (11.8  in)  in  diameter  and 
each  was  excavated  to  a  maximum  depth  of  50 
cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  or  until  excessive  amounts  of 
ground  water  hindered  the  excavation  process. 
All  shovel  test  fill  was  screened  through  0.64  cm 
(0.25  in)  hardware  cloth;  extremely  wet  soils 


and  clay  were  hand-sifted,  troweled,  and  exam¬ 
ined  visually  for  cultural  material.  Each  shovel 
test  was  excavated  in  10  cm  (4  in)  artificial  lev¬ 
els  within  natural  strata,  and  the  fill  from  each 
level  was  screened  separately.  Munsell  Soil 
Color  Charts  were  used  to  record  soil  color;  soil 
texture  and  other  identifiable  characteristics  also 
were  recorded  using  standard  soils  nomencla¬ 
ture.  All  shovel  tests  were  backfilled  immedi¬ 
ately  upon  completion  of  the  archeological  rec¬ 
ordation  process.  Shovel  tests  were  not  exca¬ 
vated  in  areas  covered  by  standing  water. 

Site  Recordation  and  Delineation 

All  cultural  resources  identified/revisited 
during  survey  were  examined  to  ascertain  the 
nature,  size,  depth,  integrity,  age,  and  affiliation 
of  the  cultural  deposits.  Delineation  also  was  used 
to  assess  the  stratigraphic  placement,  density,  and 
research  potential  of  each  archeological  site  or 
cultural  resource  locus  identified.  In  addition, 
information  was  gathered  to  assist  in  the  subse¬ 
quent  assessment  of  a  site  as  not  significant,  po¬ 
tentially  significant,  or  significant  applying  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  The  subsequent 
delineation  of  each  identified  cultural  resource 
included  a  combination  of  the  following:  (1)  the 
establishment  of  a  site  datum;  (2)  intensive  sur¬ 
face  reconnaissance  of  the  site  area;  and  (3)  the 
excavation  of  tightly  spaced  shovel  tests  along 
rays  emanating  from  datum  to  delineate  both  the 
horizontal  and  vertical  extent  of  the  site  and  its 
configuration.  Where  appropriate,  auger  testing 
and/or  probing  also  was  conducted. 

Delineation  was  sufficient  to  provide  the 
data  necessary  to  make  an  explicit  significance 
evaluation  for  each  identified/revisited  site  ap¬ 
plying  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places 
criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Arti¬ 
fact  distributions  and  the  stratigraphic  positions 
of  all  artifacts  were  used  in  compiling  the  site 
description,  as  well  as  to  support  a  clear  and 
concise  statement  regarding  site  integrity  and 
significance  for  each  cultural  resource  identi¬ 
fied/revisited.  Finally,  Louisiana  site  record  or 
site  update  forms  were  completed  for  all  ar¬ 
cheological  sites  identified/revisited  during  sur¬ 
vey  (Appendix  II). 
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Architectural  Review  and  Standing  Structures 
Recordation 

Survey  crews  were  instructed  to  record  all 
standing  structures  identified  as  a  result  of  this 
cultural  resources  survey  (Table  2).  In  addition, 
three  previously  recorded  standing  structures 
(55-1011,  55-1012,  and  55-1013)  were  revisited. 
Since  the  currently  proposed  levee  alignment 
project  has  the  potential  to  impact  or  destroy 
historic  stranding  structures,  the  purpose  of  the 
architectural  recordation  was  to:  (1)  collect  re¬ 
connaissance-level  architectural  survey  data  for 
each  building  50  years  in  age  or  older  located 
within  or  immediately  adjacent  to  the  survey 
tracts;  (2)  apply  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a- 
d])  to  each  recorded  structure  to  identify  signifi¬ 
cant  or  potentially  significant  standing  struc¬ 
tures;  and  (3)  apply  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation’s  Criteria  of  Effect  to  each 
standing  structure  to  anticipate  the  potential  ef¬ 


fects  of  the  undertaking.  In  addition,  architec¬ 
tural  investigations  were  undertaken  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  guidelines  established  in  National 
Register  Bulletin  24:  Guidelines  for  Local  Sur¬ 
veys:  A  Basis  for  Preservation  Planning  (Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service  1995). 

The  architectural  survey  was  accomplished 
by  inspecting  each  building  identified  or  revis¬ 
ited  during  survey.  Black  and  white  and  color 
photographs  of  each  identified/revisited  struc¬ 
ture  older  than  50  years  in  age  were  taken.  Ar¬ 
chitectural  data  collected  included  building 
form,  building  material(s),  and  decorative  fea¬ 
tures.  Field  notes  recorded  the  character  of  the 
surrounding  area,  including  vegetation  present, 
overall  landscape,  and  the  presence  of  man¬ 
made  obstructions.  Finally,  Louisiana  standing 
structure  forms  were  completed  for  all  buildings 
50  years  in  age  or  older  identified/revisited  dur¬ 
ing  survey. 


Table  2.  Modem  Structures  Identified  during  Survey. 


STRUCTURE 

PARISH 

QUAD 

SURVEY 

AREA 

TYPE 

DATE  OF 
CONSTRUCTION 

DESCRIPTION 

1-01 

Terrebonne 

Humphreys 

1 

Modem 

Late  twentieth  century 

Modem  residential  development 
containing  several  structures 

6-01 

Lafourche 

Larose 

6 

Modem 

1997 

Texaco  refinery 

6-02 

Lafourche 

Larose 

6 

Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Mobile  home 

7-01 

Lafourche 

Larose 

7 

Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Collapsed,  National  style,  front  gabled 
dwelling 

9-01 

Lafourche 

Larose 

9 

Modem 

Late  twentieth  century 

Duck  hunting  platform 

12-01 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Theriot 

12 

Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Pumping  station 

14-01 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Theriot 

14 

Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Pumping  station 

15-01 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Theriot 

15 

Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Pumping  station 

17-01 

Terrebonne 

Bourg 

17 

Modem 

Post  1963 

Front-gabled  commercial  structure; 
imitation  National  (Acadian)  style;  bar 
called  "Bayou  Neuf' 

17-02 

Terrebonne 

Bourg 

17 

Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Maintenance/water  control  structure 

32-01 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

32 

Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Abandoned,  burned  out  mobile  home; 
located  immediately  south  of  Locus  32- 
01 

55-1113 

Terrebonne 

Montegut 

N/A 

Historic 

Mid-nineteenth  century 

Wood  frame,  National  style,  side-gabled 
dwelling 

55-1112 

Terrebonne 

Montegut 

N/A 

Historic 

Early  twentieth  century 

Wood  frame,  National  style,  front- 
gabled  shotgun  that  also  contains 
Craftsman  style  attributes 

35-01 

Terrebonne 

Montegut 

35 

Modem 

;  Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Flood  control  station 

41-01 

Terrebonne 

Lake 

Tambour 

!  41 

Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Corrugated  metal  dock  structure 

42-01 

Terrebonne 

!  Dulac 

42 

1  Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  century 

Pontoon  station 

TR71-1 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Theriot 

N/A 

Modem 

Mid  -  late  twentieth  centuty 

Mobile  home  at  Site  16TR71 
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Laboratory  Methods 

All  of  the  material  collected  during  survey 
was  washed  and  sorted  by  material  category,  and 
then  encoded  into  computerized  site  catalogs  to 
allow  for  further  manipulation  of  the  data.  The 
nature  and  structure  of  the  analyses  was  guided 
by  the  goals  of  the  project.  The  first  requirement 
of  the  research  was  to  determine  whether  or  not  a 
cultural  resources  locus  had  the  potential  to  meet 
the  legal  definition  of  an  historic  property.  There¬ 
fore,  particular  care  was  taken  to  observe  and  re¬ 
cord  the  chronologically  sensitive  attributes  of 
historic  artifacts,  and  to  evaluate,  for  example, 
whether  or  not  the  material  was  more  than  50 
years  in  age. 

Beyond  the  determination  of  minimum  age, 
the  artifact  analysis  consisted  of  making  and  re¬ 
cording  a  series  of  observations  for  each  speci¬ 
men.  The  observations  were  chosen  to  provide 
the  most  significant  and  temporally  diagnostic 
information  about  each  specimen.  A  total  of  three 
separate  databases  were  used  to  store,  organize, 
and  manipulate  the  data  generated  by  the  analyti¬ 
cal  process.  Separate  databases  were  used  for 
analyzing  the  prehistoric  ceramics,  historic/ 
modem  period  artifacts,  and  faunal  remains  re¬ 
covered  during  survey.  Since  only  one  lithic  arti¬ 
fact  was  recovered  during  survey,  attributes  per¬ 
taining  to  this  artifact  were  listed  in  a  table.  The 
use  of  the  different  databases  reflected  the  differ¬ 
ences  in  the  analytical  protocols  required  to  study 
thoroughly  each  type  of  material.  A  list  of  all  of 
the  artifacts  recovered  during  survey  is  contained 
in  Appendix  I. 

Prehistoric  Ceramic  Analysis 

The  prehistoric  ceramic  taxonomy  was  or¬ 
ganized  by  type,  variety,  surface  decoration, 
aplastic  inclusions,  and  vessel  portion.  The  data¬ 
base  was  designed  to  allow  the  analyst  to  record 
established  ceramic  types  as  well  as  ceramic 
modes  and  attributes  as  necessary.  The  first  level 
of  the  taxonomy,  type,  represented  the  established 
named  ceramic  type  according  to  published 
sources  such  as  Brown  (1985),  Steponaitis 
(1983),  Phillips  (1970),  Williams  and  Brain 
(1983),  Neitzel  (1983),  Weinstein  (1987),  Kidder 
(1995),  and  Miller  et  al.  (1999).  The  next  level, 
variety,  identified  the  named  ceramic  variety 
utilizing  existing  published  typologies.  “Class” 
described  the  basic  type  of  surface  decoration 


present  on  the  sherd  (i.e.,  plain,  brushed,  ridged, 
or  incised).  The  aplastic  inclusion  category  listed 
the  principal  temper  types  observed  in  the  paste 
of  the  sherd.  The  vessel  portion  field  contained 
the  part  of  the  ceramic  vessel  from  which  the 
sherd  derived.  Possible  values  for  this  field  in¬ 
cluded  body,  rim,  base,  neck/collar,  and  so  forth. 
The  “additional  description”  column  was  used  to 
record  other  observations. 

Prehistoric  Lithic  Analysis 

Only  one  prehistoric  lithic  artifact,  an  un¬ 
modified  flake,  was  recovered  during  survey. 
This  artifact  was  described  as  a  secondary  cor¬ 
tex,  unmodified  chert  flake;  it  also  was  noted 
that  this  artifact  may  represent  a  piece  of 
crushed  road  gravel. 

Historic/Modem  Period  Material  Analysis 

The  analysis  of  historic/modem  period  mate¬ 
rials  was  organized  by  class,  functional  group, 
type,  and  subtype.  The  first  level,  class,  repre¬ 
sented  the  material  category  (e.g.,  ceramic,  glass, 
or  metal).  The  second  level,  functional  group 
(e.g.,  architecture,  kitchen,  or  personal),  was 
based  on  classifications  established  by  South 
(1977).  The  third  and  fourth  levels,  type  and 
subtype,  described  diagnostic  attributes.  The 
identification  of  historic/modem  artifacts  was 
aided  by  consulting  standard  reference  works  in¬ 
cluding  Coates  and  Thomas  (1990),  Fike  (1987), 
Florence  (1990),  Jones  and  Sullivan  (1985), 
Kovel  and  Kovel  (1986),  Lord  (1995),  Miller 
(1980,  1991),  Nelson  (1968),  Schomak  (1964), 
South  (1977),  Speer  (1979),  Switzer  (1974), 
Toulouse  (1971, 1977),  and  Wilson  (1981). 

Faunal  Material  Analysis 

The  faunal  remains  recovered  as  a  result  of 
this  investigation  were  examined  using  standard 
zooarcheological  protocols.  The  identification  of 
the  faunal  specimens  was  based  on  comparing  the 
recovered  faunal  material  to  a  skeletal  reference 
collection  maintained  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin 
&  Associates,  Inc.,  and  this  analysis  was  aug¬ 
mented  by  consulting  standard  reference  works 
such  as  Gilbert  (1980),  Hillson  (1986),  Olsen 
(1964,  1968),  and  Sisson  and  Grossman  (1938). 
A  number  of  primary  data  classes  were  recorded. 
These  included  class,  family,  genus,  species,  and 
modifications. 
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Curation 

Following  the  acceptance  of  the  final  cul¬ 
tural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inven¬ 
tory  report,  all  archeological  materials,  records, 
photographs,  and  field  notes  will  be  curated  with 
the: 


State  of  Louisiana 

Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and  Tourism 
Division  of  Archaeology 
P.O.Box  44247 

Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  70804-4247 
(504)  342-8170 
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Chapter  III 


Results  of  the  Field  Investigation 


ntroduction 

This  chapter  presents  the  results  of  Phase  I 
cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological 
inventory  of  a  405  ha  (1,000  ac)  sample  of  two 
proposed  levee  alignments  (the  Highway  57  500 
Year  Future  Plan  and  the  Recon  500  Year  Plan) 
in  Terrebonne  and  Lafourche  Parishes,  Louisi¬ 
ana;  this  work  was  completed  as  part  of  the  cur¬ 
rently  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility 
Study.  Fieldwork  was  distributed  among  39 
project  items;  these  encompassed  318  ha  (786 
ac)  assessed  as  having  a  high  probability  for 
containing  cultural  resources  and  214  ac  (87  ha) 
believed  to  have  a  low  probability  for  containing 
such  resources.  Since  the  selection  of  the  39  sur¬ 
vey  items  was  based  in  part  on  right-of-entry, 
the  examined  acreage  does  not  represent  a  true 
random  sample  of  the  proposed  levee  alignment 
project  areas.  Approximately  2  ha  (5  ac)  of  the 
proposed  Highway  57  500  Year  Plan  alignment, 
13  ha  (32  ac)  of  the  proposed  Recon  500  Year 
Plan  alignment,  and  390  ha  (963  ac)  common  to 
both  alignments  were  examined  as  a  result  of 
this  investigation. 

Fieldwork  for  this  project  consisted  of  a 
combination  of  pedestrian  survey  augmented  with 
systematic  shovel  testing  or  boat  survey  aug¬ 
mented  with  probing  and  judgmental  shovel  test¬ 
ing.  Approximately  176  ha  (435  ac)  were  investi¬ 
gated  utilizing  the  former  methodology.  Boat  sur¬ 
vey  augmented  with  judgmental  probing  and 
shovel  testing  was  used  to  assess  the  remaining 
229  ha  (565  ac)  This  work  resulted  in  the  identifi¬ 
cation  and  recordation  of  five  non-site  cultural 
resources  loci  (32-01,  32-04,  32-05,  32- 


06,  and  32-07),  six  newly  recorded  archeological 
sites  (16TR301,  16TR302,  16TR303,  16TR304, 
16LF73,  and  16LF72),  and  two  newly  recorded 
standing  structures  older  than  50  years  in  age  (55- 
1113  and  55-1112)  (Table  3).  In  addition,  six 
previously  recorded  archeological  sites  (16TR3, 
16TR19,  16TR26,  16TR33,  16TR71,  and 

16LF108)  and  three  previously  recorded  standing 
structures  older  than  50  years  in  age  (55-1011, 
55-1012,  and  55-1013)  were  revisited  (Table  3). 
A  description  of  each  of  these  resources  is  pre¬ 
sented  by  parish  below. 

Terrebonne  Parish 

During  survey  of  the  Terrebonne  Parish 
portions  of  the  project  corridor,  five  non-site 
cultural  resources  loci  (32-01,  32-04,  32-05,  32- 
06,  and  32-07),  four  previously  unrecorded  ar¬ 
cheological  sites  (16TR301,  16TR302, 

16TR303,  and  16TR304),  and  two  standing 
structures  (55-1113  and  55-1112)  were  identi¬ 
fied.  In  addition,  five  previously  recorded  ar¬ 
cheological  sites  (16TR3,  16TR19,  16TR26, 
16TR33,  and  16TR71)  and  three  previously  re¬ 
corded  standing  structures  older  than  50  years  in 
age  (55-1011,  55-1012,  and  55-1013)  were  re¬ 
visited  (Table  3  and  Attachment  1).  Each  of 
these  cultural  resources  is  discussed  below. 

Newly  Recorded  Non-Site  Cultural  Resources 
Loci 

A  total  of  five  non-site  cultural  resources 
loci  (32-01,  32-04,  32-05,  32-06,  and  32-07) 
were  identified  in  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisiana 
(Table  3).  Each  of  these  loci  is  discussed  below. 
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Table  3.  Cultural  Resources  Identified/Revisited  during  Survey. 


RESOURCE 

NUMBER 

PARISH 

■KHUH 

WKBSIESSBSm  91 

SITE  SIZE 

SITE  DESCRIPTION 

NRHP STATUS 

|  Cultural  Resource  Loci  | 

32-01 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

N/A 

A  late  twentieth  century  artifact  scatter  associated  with  a  mod¬ 
em  mobile  home 

Not  eligible  j 

32-04 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

N/A 

An  isolated  historic  period  find 

32-05 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

N/A 

A  low  density  scatter  of  faunal  material  associated  with  an 
isolated  historic  period  find 

Not  eligible 

32-06 

Terrebonne 

N/A 

A  low  density  surface  scatter  of  brick  fragments  associated 
with  an  isolated  faunal  specimen 

Not  eligible 

32-07 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

N/A 

Two  isolated  faunal  remains 

S  Newly  Recorded  Archeological  Sites  |j 

16TR301 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

20  x  26  m 
(66  x  85  ft) 

an  isolated  prehistoric  period  find  with  a  nineteenth  to  twenti¬ 
eth  century  artifact  scatter 

Not  eligible 

16TR302 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

A  buried  shell  fill  deposit  that  probably  dates  from  the  twenti¬ 
eth  century 

Not  eligible 

16TR303 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

66  x  110  m 
(217x361  ft) 

A  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  artifact  scatter  that  appears  to 
demarcate  the  remains  of  a  dwelling 

Not  eligible 

16TR304 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

50  x  83  m 
(164  x  272  ft) 

A  Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian  period  shell  midden  and  a 
nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  dump 

Potentially  eligi¬ 
ble 

16LF73 

Lafourche 

Larose 

A  twentieth  century  dump 

Not  eligible 

16LF72 

Lafourche 

Larose 

95  x 140  m 
(312  x  459  ft) 

a  Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian  period  artifact  scatter  and  a 
nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  artifact  scatter  that  probably 
represents  the  remains  of  a  dwelling 

Not  eligible 

I  Previously  Recorded  Archeological  Sites  I 

16TR3 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Theriot 

m 

a  Baytown  to  Marksville  period  shell  midden  and  artifact 
scatter 

Not  eligible 

16TR19 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Theriot 

250x350  m 
(820  x  1,148  ft) 

A  Plaquemine  period  mound  and  two  discrete  nineteenth  to 
twentieth  century  artifact  scatters  that  may  represent  the  re¬ 
mains  of  a  domestic  dwelling  and  an  associated  farm  complex 

Eligible 

16TR26 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Quitman 

N/A 

No  evidence  of  this  site  was  identified  during  survey;  it  previ¬ 
ously  was  reported  as  a  shell  midden 

Not  eligible 

16TR33 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Bully  Camp 

A  Late  Plaquemine  period  mound 

Eligible 

16TR71 

Terrebonne 

Lake  Theriot 

48  x  62  m 
(157  x  203  ft) 

A  Plaquemine  period  artifact  scatter  and  a  nineteenth  to  twenti¬ 
eth  century  artifact  scatter  that  may  represent  the  remains  of  a 
domestic  dwelling 

Potentially  eligi¬ 
ble 

16LF108 

Lafourche 

Lake  Bully  Camp 

30  x  100  m 
(98  x  328  ft) 

A  dredge  spoil  pile  that  contains  late  prehistoric  period  cultural 
materia] 

Not  eligible 

!  Newly  Recorded  Standing  Structures  1 

55-1113 

Terrebonne 

Montegut 

■ 

tBSEEMM 

A  mid-nineteenth  century,  wood  frame,  National  style,  side- 
gabled  dwelling 

Potentially  eligi¬ 
ble 

55-1112 

Terrebonne 

Montegut 

10  x  17.5  m 
(33  x  57  ft) 

An  early  twentieth  century,  wood  frame,  National  style,  front- 
gabled  shotgun  that  also  contained  Craftsman  style  attributes 

Not  eligible 

I  Previously  Recorded  Standing  Structures  (I 

55-1011 

Terrebonne 

Montegut 

8.5  x  9.5  m 
(28  x31  ft) 

A  mid-nineteenth  century,  wood  frame.  National  style,  side- 
gabled  (Acadian)  dwelling 

Potentially  eligi¬ 
ble 

55-1012 

Terrebonne 

Montegut 

An  early  twentieth  century,  wood  frame,  National  style,  side- 
gabled  (Acadian)  dwelling 

Not  eligible 

55-1013 

Terrebonne 

Montegut 

9  x  16  m 
(30  x  53  ft) 

A  late  nineteenth  century,  wood  frame,  National  style,  front- 
gabled  shotgun 

Potentially  eligi¬ 
ble 

Locus  32-01 

Locus  32-01,  a  surface  and  subsurface 
scatter  of  modem  cultural  material,  was  identi¬ 
fied  during  pedestrian  survey  and  shovel  testing 
of  Area  32  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  Fig¬ 
ures  4  and  5).  The  locus  is  located  approxi¬ 
mately  100  m  (328  ft)  to  the  east  of  Four  Point 
Road  and  2.8  km  (1.7  mi)  to  the  southwest  of  the 
confluence  of  Four  Point  Bayou  and  Bayou  Sale. 
It  occupies  natural  levee  deposits  and  it  lies  at  an 
elevation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD.  The  locus  is 


positioned  in  a  clear  cut  area  where  vegetation 
consists  of  overgrown  grasses  and  brambles 
(e.g.,  raspberries).  The  locus  is  ovoid  in  configu¬ 
ration  and  it  measures  26  x  53  m  (85.3  x  173.8 
ft)  in  size.  Locus  32-01  is  bounded  to  the  east  by 
an  artificial  levee,  to  the  west  by  a  treeline,  and 
to  the  north  and  south  by  additional  clear  cut 
fields.  A  modem,  burned  out  mobile  home  lies 
approximately  15  m  (49  ft)  to  the  south  of  the 
locus.  The  cultural  material  recovered  from  Lo¬ 
cus  32-01  probably  is  associated  with  that 
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Figure  4.  Plan  view  of  Locus  32-01. 


Figure  5.  An  overview  of  Locus  32-01  facing  south. 


structure.  Since  the  locus  dates  from  the  modem 
era,  an  official  state  site  trinomial  was  not  re¬ 
quested  from  the  Division  of  Archaeology. 

A  total  of  12  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
within  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Locus  32-01  to  de¬ 
lineate  the  horizontal  and  vertical  dimensions  of 
the  locus  (Figure  4).  While  five  shovel  tests  fell 
within  the  locus  boundary,  only  two  shovel  tests 
produced  cultural  material.  This  material  con¬ 
sisted  of  1  ceramic  figurine  fragment  (Figure  6), 
29  pieces  of  glass  (6  flat  glass  shards,  2  uniden¬ 
tified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shards,  15 
pieces  of  cindered  glass,  1  unidentified  bottle 
glass  shard,  4  fire-damaged  glass  shards,  and  1 
unidentified  glass  shard),  99  pieces  of  metal  (3 
brads,  2  hinges,  3  screws,  9  staples,  1  cotter  pin, 
5  electrical  wire  fragments,  12  wire  fragments,  6 
nails,  and  58  pieces  of  unidentified  metal),  4 
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synthetic  objects  (1  piece  of  cellophane  and  3 
pieces  of  plastic),  and  5  pieces  of  carbonized 
wood  (Table  4  and  Figure  6).  In  addition  to  this 
material,  a  variety  of  debris  was  observed  across 
the  surface  of  the  locus.  The  latter  included 
pieces  of  concrete,  two  by  four  boards,  plywood, 
insulation,  and  other  modem  debris. 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  at  Locus 
32-01  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs)  and  it  exhibited  three  strata  in  profile  (Fig¬ 
ure  7).  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of 
grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  clay  loam  that  ex¬ 
tended  from  the  surface  to  approximately  20 


Table  4.  Historic/Modem  Period  Cultural  Material  Recovered  from  Locus  32-01 . 


PROVENIENCE 

CLASS 

TYPE 

SUBTYPE 

GENERAL 
DATE  RANGE 

ADDITIONAL  DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 

Stratum  II 

Ceramic 

Activities 

Figurine(s) 

Portion  of  a  foot  and  ankle  long 
govvn/dress 

1 

Glass 

Flat  Glass  Shards 

6 

Unid.  Blown-in-Mold 
Bottle  Glass 

Colorless 

Mend 

2 

Unidentified 

15 

Unidentified  Bottle 
Glass  (Kitchen) 

Colorless 

1 

Unidentified  Fire- 
damaged  or  Melted 
Glass 

Colorless 

■ 

EjnsgngH 

Dark  Green 

Spall;  probably  bottle  glass 

1 

Metal 

Construction  Hard¬ 
ware 

Brad(s) 

3 

Hinge(s) 

Offset  cabinet  hinge 

1 

1 

Screw(s) 

3 

Staple(s) 

Modem  crate  staple 

2 

1 A  MmI  iMIUldW  i!14JBMMIIB8MMMBBi 

7 

Miscellaneous  Hard¬ 
ware 

Cotter  Pin(s) 

1 

Electrical  Wire  fragment(s) 

Outer  insulation  burned  off;  paired 
solid-core  wire 

5 

Wire  (non-barbed  Wire) 
fragment(s) 

Fragments;  some  could  be  pallet  staples 

12 

Nail(s) 

Other 

1 

Wire 

5 

Unidentified  Metal 

Iron/Steel 

Rectagularly  perforated  sheet  metal  in 
which  perforated  areas  were  folded  out 
to  form  teeth.  Possibly  splices  used  in 
modem  construction 

9 

1 

Non-ferrous  Metal 

7 

Sheet  Metal 

35 

Slag 

6 

Synthetic 

Miscellaneous  Activi¬ 
ties  Synthetic 

Cellophane 

Green  tinsel  (like  Easter  basket  grass) 

1 

Plastic 

Wire  core  twist-tie 

1 

2 

Wood 

Miscellaneous 

Carbonized 

Pinus  spp. 

1 

Vescular  structure;  probably  Arecaccae 
spp.  (Palm/Palmetto) 

4 

Stratum  II  Total 

138 

Grand  Total 

138 

Figure  6.  A  single  historic/modern  period  ce¬ 
ramic  figurine  fragment  (FS  #3)  re¬ 
covered  from  Locus  32-01  showing  a 
portion  of  the  foot  and  gown/dress. 
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A  TYPICAL  SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILE 
AT  LOCUS  32-01 


STRATUM  |:  10YR  5/2  GRAYISH  BROWN  CLAYEY  SILT. 
STRATUM  It:  10 YR  4/1  DARK  GRAY  CLAY  LOAM. 
STRATUM  III:  10 YR  6/2  LIGHT  BROWNISH  GRAY  CLAY. 


Figure  7.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Locus 
32-01. 


cmbs  (7.9  inbs).  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a 
layer  of  dark  gray  (10YR  4/1)  clay  loam  that  ex¬ 
tended  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  30  cmbs 
(11.8  inbs).  The  basal  stratum,  Stratum  III,  con¬ 
sisted  of  a  layer  of  light  brownish  gray  (10YR 
6/2)  clay  that  continued  from  the  base  of  Stra¬ 
tum  II  to  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  All  of  the  cultural 
material  recovered  from  Locus  32-01  originated 
from  Stratum  II  of  the  site  matrix. 

Locus  32-01  was  characterized  as  a  surface 
and  subsurface  scatter  of  possibly  historic  but 
probably  modem  cultural  material  that  appeared 
to  be  associated  with  a  modem,  burned  out,  mo¬ 
bile  home.  Temporally  diagnostic  artifacts  recov¬ 
ered  from  the  locus  included  5  wire  nails  (post  ca. 
1890),  2  modem  crate  staples,  2  modem  pallet 
staples,  cellophane,  and  plastic.  In  addition,  mod¬ 
em  debris,  including  concrete,  plywood,  con¬ 
struction-grade  lumber,  insulation,  and  modem 
garbage,  was  observed  across  the  surface  of  the 
locus.  No  evidence  of  intact  historic  period  cul¬ 
tural  deposits  was  identified  at  the  locus.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  since  Locus  32-01  dated  from  the  mod¬ 
em  era,  it  did  not  warrant  site  status.  These  results 


demonstrate  that  Locus  32-01  does  not  possess 
the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional 
testing  of  Locus  32-01  is  recommended. 

Locus  32-04 

Locus  32-04,  an  isolated  historic/modem 
period  find,  was  identified  during  pedestrian 
survey  and  shovel  testing  of  Area  32  (Tables  1 
and  3;  Attachment  1;  Figures  8  and  9).  The  locus 
is  located  in  a  fallow  pasture  approximately  130 
m  (426.6  ft)  to  the  west  of  Four  Point  Road  and 
2.4  km  (1.5  mi)  to  the  southwest  of  the  conflu¬ 
ence  of  Four  Point  Bayou  and  Bayou  Sale.  Lo¬ 
cus  32-04  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft) 
NGVD  and  on  natural  levee  deposits.  The 
vegetation  across  the  locus  and  its  immediate 
vicinity  consists  of  grasses  and  brambles  (e.g., 
raspberries)  and  widely  scattered  saplings.  Dur¬ 
ing  survey,  a  single  piece  of  amber-colored, 
blown-in -mold  bottle  glass  (Figure  10)  was  re¬ 
covered  from  a  shovel  test  at  depths  ranging 
from  10-15  cmbs  (3.9  -  5.9  inbs).  No  additional 
cultural  material  was  recovered  from  the  locus. 

A  total  of  nine  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
throughout  the  vicinity  of  Locus  32-04  during 
the  initial  cultural  resources  survey;  six  addi¬ 
tional  shovel  tests  were  excavated  during  the 
subsequent  locus  delineation  process  (Figure  8). 
A  typical  survey  and  site  delineation  shovel  test 
extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it 
exhibited  two  strata  in  profile  (Figure  11).  Stra¬ 
tum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  brown 
(10YR  5/3)  clay  or  clay  loam  that  extended  from 
0-15  cmbs  (0-5.9  inbs).  It  was  underlain  by 
Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2) 
clay;  it  continued  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs).  With  the  exception  of  the  datum  shovel 
test,  none  of  the  remaining  shovel  tests  produced 
cultural  material.  No  evidence  of  intact  cultural 
deposits  was  documented  throughout  the  Locus 
32-04  area.  These  results  demonstrate  that  Locus 
32-04,  an  isolated  historic/modem  period  find 
that  does  not  warrant  site  status,  lacks  research 
potential.  This  locus  does  not  possess  the  quali¬ 
ties  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation 
(36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of 
Locus  32-04  is  recommended. 
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Figure  8.  Plan  view  of  Locus  32-04. 


A  TYPICAL  SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILE 
AT  LOCUS  32-04 


Figure  9.  An  overview  of  Locus  32-04  facing  north. 


stratum  l-  10YR  5/3  BROWtJ  CLAY  OR  CLAY  LOAM 
STRATUM  II-  10YR  5/2  GRAYISH  BROWN  CLAY. 


Figure  11.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Lo 
cus  32-04. 


Figure  10.  A  single  amber,  blown-in-mold 
bottle  glass  shard  (FS  #8)  recov¬ 
ered  from  Locus  32-04. 
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Locus  32-05 

Locus  32-05,  a  low  density  scatter  of  faunal 
material  and  an  isolated  historic/modem  period 
find,  was  identified  during  pedestrian  survey  and 
shovel  testing  of  Area  32  (Tables  1  and  3;  At¬ 
tachment  1;  and  Figures  12  and  13).  The  locus 
was  identified  approximately  100  m  (328.1  ft)  to 
the  east  of  Four  Point  Road,  300  m  (984.3  ft)  to 
the  west  of  Sweetwater  Pond,  and  1.2  km  (0.75 
mi)  to  the  southwest  of  the  confluence  of  Four 
Point  Bayou  and  Bayou  Sale.  The  locus  lies 
within  an  inactive  pasture,  on  natural  levee  de¬ 
posits  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft) 
NGVD.  Locus  32-05  is  circular  in  configuration 
and  it  measures  approximately  7  m  (23.0  ft)  in 
diameter.  The  vegetation  throughout  the  vicinity 
of  Locus  32-05  consists  of  overgrown  grasses.  A 
total  of  4  faunal  specimens  and  1  historic/modem 
artifact  was  recovered  from  the  locus;  all  of  this 
material  originated  from  subsurface  contexts. 

During  the  initial  cultural  resources  survey, 
12  shovel  tests  were  excavated  throughout  the 
vicinity  of  Locus  32-05;  an  additional  17  shovel 
tests  were  excavated  during  the  subsequent  locus 
delineation  process  (Figure  12).  Only  three  of 
these  shovel  tests,  however,  produced  cultural 


and/or  faunal  material.  This  material  consisted  of 
1  unidentified  mammal  shaft  fragment,  1  cara¬ 
pace  fragment  from  an  unidentified  turtle,  1  uni¬ 
dentified  shell  fragment,  and  1  unidentified  verte¬ 
brate  fragment  (Figure  14).  The  historic/modem 
period  artifact  consisted  of  a  small  piece  of  cor¬ 
roded  metal  that  may  represent  the  remains  of  a 
barbed  wire  or  nail  fragment.  No  cultural  material 
was  observed  or  collected  from  the  surface  of  the 
locus. 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  within  the 
limits  of  Locus  32-05  extended  to  a  depth  of  50 
cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in 
profile  (Figure  15).  Stratum  I  was  characterized 
as  a  layer  of  dark  grayish  brown  (10YR  4/2) 
loamy  clay  and  it  extended  from  the  surface  to 
an  average  depth  of  30  cmbs  (11.8  inbs);  this 
stratum  consisted  of  plowzone  deposits  and  in 
some  shovel  tests  it  contained  charcoal  flecking. 
Stratum  I  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of 
grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  clay  that  extended 
from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  a  maximum  exca¬ 
vated  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  The  faunal 
and  cultural  material  recovered  from  Locus  32- 
OS  originated  both  from  Stratum  I  (n=3)  and 
Stratum  II  (n=2). 
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Figure  12.  Plan  view  of  Locus  32-05. 
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Figure  13.  An  overview  of  Locus  32-05  facing  west. 


Figure  14.  Selected  faunal  specimens  recovered 
from  Locus  32-05:  (a)  large  unidentified 
mammal  shaft  fragment  (FS  #12)  and  (b) 
unidentified  turtle  carapace  fragment 
(FS  #13). 

No  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits  was 
identified  at  Locus  32-05.  Only  four  faunal 
specimens  and  one  temporally  non-diagnostic 
historic/modem  period  artifact  was  recovered 
from  the  locus.  The  limited  artifact  assemblage, 
the  low  artifact/ecofact  density,  and  the  absence 
of  substantial  deposits  of  buried  cultural/faunal 
material  demonstrates  that  Locus  32-05  lacks 
research  potential.  Additionally,  this  locus  does 
not  warrant  site  status.  Locus  32-05  does  not 
possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined 
by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  crite¬ 
ria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  addi¬ 
tional  testing  of  Locus  32-05  is  recommended. 

Locus  32-06 

Locus  32-06,  an  isolated  faunal  specimen 
recovered  in  association  with  a  low  density  sur¬ 
face  scatter  of  brick  fragments,  was  identified 


A  TYPICAL  SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILE 
AT  LOCUS  32-05 


STRATUM  |:  10YR  4/2  DARK  GRAYISH  BROWM  LOAMY  CLAY. 

STPATUM  II:  1QYR  5/2  GRAYISH  eROWIi  CLAY. 


Figure  15.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Locus 
32-05. 


during  Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and  ar¬ 
cheological  inventory  of  Area  32  (Tables  1  and 
3;  Attachment  1;  and  Figures  16  and  17).  This 
locus  is  positioned  in  a  fallow  pasture  situated 
along  the  east  bank  of  Four  Point  Bayou  and  it 
lies  approximately  0.35  km  (0.22  mi)  to  the 
southwest  of  the  confluence  of  that  bayou  and 
Bayou  Sale.  Locus  32-06  occupies  a  natural 
levee  and  it  lies  an  elevation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft) 
NGVD.  Vegetation  throughout  the  area  consists 
of  grasses  and  widely  scattered  saplings.  During 
survey,  1  shell  fragment  (unidentified  inverte¬ 
brate)  was  recovered  from  a  single  shovel  test 
excavated  at  Locus  32-06;  this  material  origi¬ 
nated  from  depths  ranging  from  0-10  cmbs  (0  - 
3.9  inbs).  In  addition,  a  low  density  scatter  of 
shell  and  a  few  brick  fragments  was  observed  on 
the  surface  of  the  locus;  none  of  this  surface 
material  was  collected.  No  additional  cultural  or 
faunal  material  was  recovered  from  Locus  32- 
06. 

A  total  of  17  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
within  and  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Locus 
32-06  to  delineate  the  horizontal  and  vertical 
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Figure  16.  Plan  view  of  Locus  32-06. 


Figure  17.  An  overview  of  Locus  32-06  facing 
north. 


dimensions  of  the  locus  (Figure  16).  A  typical 
shovel  test  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile  (Fig¬ 
ure  18).  Stratum  I  consisted  of  a  layer  of  grayish 
brown  (10YR  5/2)  clay  to  clay  loam  that  ex¬ 
tended  from  0-20  cmbs  (0  -  7.9  inbs);  this 
stratum  was  characterized  as  plowzone.  It  was 
underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  light 
brownish  gray  (10YR  6/2)  clay  that  reached 
from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs).  With  the  exception  of  the  single  shovel 
test  mentioned  above,  none  of  the  remaining 
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Figure  18.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Locus 
32-06. 
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Figure  19.  Plan  view  of  Locus  32-07. 


Figure  20.  An  overview  of  Locus  32-07  facing 
north. 


shovel  tests  produced  cultural  or  faunal  material 
or  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits.  These 
results  demonstrate  that  Locus  32-06,  a  cultural 
resource  defined  by  only  1  recovered  ecofact 
and  an  associated  surface  scatter  of  brick  and 
shell  fragments,  lacks  research  potential.  Locus 
32-06  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  signifi¬ 
cance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of 


Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR 
60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Locus  32-06 
is  recommended. 

Locus  32-07 

Locus  32-07,  a  subsurface  scatter,  produced 
only  two  faunal  specimens;  it  was  identified 
during  pedestrian  survey  and  shovel  testing  of 
Area  32  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Fig¬ 
ures  19  and  20).  The  locus  is  located  along  the 
west  bank  of  Bayou  Sale  approximately  0.35  km 
(0.22  mi)  to  the  southeast  of  the  confluence  of 
that  distributary  and  Four  Point  Bayou.  Locus 
32-07  is  positioned  on  natural  levee  deposits  and 
it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD.  The 
locus  occupies  an  inactive  pasture;  vegetation 
throughout  the  area  consists  of  grasses  and 
widely  scattered  saplings.  During  survey,  two 
animal  bone  fragments  were  recovered  from  a 
single  shovel  test  excavated  within  the  locus; 
they  originated  from  depths  ranging  from  0-10 
cmbs  (0  -  3.9  inbs).  These  bones  consisted  of  a 
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single  unidentified  invertebrate  fragment  and  a 
mandible  fragment  from  a  white-tailed  deer 
( Odocoileus  virginianus).  No  additional  faunal 
material  and  no  cultural  material  was  recovered 
from  the  locus. 

During  the  initial  cultural  resources  survey, 
1 3  shovel  tests  were  excavated  in  the  vicinity  of 
Locus  32-07;  six  additional  shovel  tests  were 
excavated  as  part  of  the  subsequent  locus  de¬ 
lineation  process  (Figure  19).  A  typical  shovel 
test  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs) 
and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile  (Figure  21). 
Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  compacted 
layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  loamy  silt 
that  extended  from  0-35  cmbs  (0  -  13.8  inbs); 
this  deposit  represented  the  plowzone.  Stratum  II 
consisted  of  a  deposit  of  dark  grayish  brown 
(10YR  4/2)  clayey  silt  mottled  with  strong 
brown  (7.5YR  5/6)  clayey  silt;  it  extended  from 
the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs).  With  the  exception  of  the  single  shovel 
test  mentioned  above,  none  of  the  remaining 
shovel  tests  produced  cultural  or  faunal  material 
or  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits.  These 
results  demonstrate  that  Locus  32-07,  two  sub¬ 
surface  faunal  finds,  lacks  research  potential. 
This  locus  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  sig¬ 
nificance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR 
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Figure  21.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Locus  32-07. 


60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Locus  32-07 
is  recommended. 

Newly  Recorded  Archeological  Sites 

A  total  of  four  newly  recorded  archeologi¬ 
cal  sites  (16TR301,  16TR302,  16TR303,  and 
16TR304)  were  identified  in  Terrebonne  Parish, 
Louisiana  (Table  3  and  Attachment  1).  Each  of 
these  sites  is  discussed  below. 

Site  16TR301  (32-02) 

Site  16TR301,  a  multi-component  prehis¬ 
toric  and  historic  period  archeological  site,  was 
identified  during  the  cultural  resources  survey  of 
Area  32  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Fig¬ 
ures  22  and  23).  The  site  is  located  approxi¬ 
mately  150  m  (492.1  ft)  to  the  east  of  Four  Point 
Road  and  2.4  km  (1.5  mi)  to  the  southwest  of  the 
confluence  of  Four  Point  Bayou  and  Bayou  Sale. 
Site  16TR301  lies  in  an  inactive  pasture  atop 
natural  levee  deposits  and  at  an  elevation  of  0.9 
m  (3  ft)  NGVD.  The  site  measures  26  m  (85.3 
ft)  in  length  along  its  major  east/west  axis  by  20 
m  (65.6  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor  north/south 
axis.  It  is  bounded  to  the  north  and  east  by  a  ca¬ 
nal  and  to  the  south  and  west  by  additional  fal¬ 
low  pasture.  Vegetation  throughout  the  vicinity 
of  the  site  includes  overgrown  grasses  and 
widely  scattered  trees.  During  this  archeological 
inventory,  1  prehistoric  period  artifact,  5  historic 
period  artifacts  (Table  5),  and  3  pieces  of  shell 
were  recovered  from  the  site;  all  of  this  material 
originated  from  subsurface  contexts. 

A  total  of  12  shovel  tests  were  excavated  in 
the  vicinity  of  Site  16TR301  during  the  initial 
cultural  resources  survey;  an  additional  1 1 
shovel  tests  were  excavated  throughout  the  area 
as  part  of  the  subsequent  site  delineation  process 
(Figure  22).  While  four  shovel  tests  ultimately 
fell  within  the  site  boundary,  only  three  of  these 
produced  cultural  and/or  faunal  material.  This 
material  consisted  of  1  Baytown  Plain,  var.  un¬ 
specified  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherd  (Fig¬ 
ure  24),  2  historic  period  ceramic  sherds  (1  iron¬ 
stone  [Figure  25]  and  1  whiteware),  1  brick 
fragment,  1  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle 
glass  shard,  1  unidentified  iron  object,  and  3 
pieces  of  shell  (i.e.,  Virginia  oyster  [ Crassostrea 
virginica ]).  Diagnostic  historic  period  artifacts 
recovered  from  the  site,  including  ironstone  and 
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Figure  23.  An  overview  of  Site  16TR301  facing 
northwest. 


CENTIMETERS 


Figure  24.  A  single  Baytown  Plain, 
var.  unspecified  prehis¬ 
toric  period  ceramic 
sherd  (FS  #7)  recovered 
from  Site  16TR301. 


Table  5.  Historic/Modem  Cultural  Material  Recovered  from  Site  16TR301 . 


PROVENIENCE 

CLASS 

TYPE 

SUBTYPE 

ADDITIONAL 

DESCRIPTION 

GENERAL  DATE 
RANGE 

TOTAL 

Stratum  I 

Ceramic 

Ironstone 

Un decorated  White 

ca.  1813-1900+;U.P. 
postca.  1845 

1 

White  ware 

Colored  Glaze 

Main 

1 

Construction 

Materials 

Architectural  Stone 

Brick  Fragment(s) 

1 

|  Stratum  I  Total 

3 

Stratum  II 

Glass 

Unid.  Blown-in-Mold 
Bottle  Glass 

Dark  Green 

Possibly  has  cold-mold 
surface  texture 

1 

Metal 

Unidentified  Metal 

Unidentified  Iron 
Object(s) 

BHmil 

1 

Stratum  II  Total 

2 

Grand  Total 

5 
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Figure  25.  A  single  undecorated  white  ironstone 
historic  period  ceramic  sherd  (FS  #7) 
recovered  from  Site  16TR301. 


whiteware,  suggested  a  cultural  component  dat¬ 
ing  from  the  nineteenth  and  twentieth  centuries. 
The  prehistoric  artifact  recovered  from  the  site 
was  not  culturally/temporally  diagnostic.  No 
artifacts  were  observed  or  collected  from  the 
surface  of  Site  16TR301. 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  within  Site 
16TR301  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs)  and  it  exhibited  only  two  strata  in  profile 
(Figure  26).  Stratum  I  was  described  as  a  layer 
of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  clay  or  silty  clay  that  ex¬ 
tended  from  the  surface  to  a  maximum  exca¬ 
vated  depth  of  10  cmbs  (3.9  inbs);  this  deposit 
was  characterized  as  plowzone.  Stratum  II  con¬ 
sisted  of  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2) 
clay  to  silty  clay  that  extended  from  10-50 
cmbs  (3.9  -  19.7  inbs).  Cultural  and/or  faunal 
material  was  recovered  from  both  Stratum  I 
(n=6)  and  Stratum  II  (n=3)  of  the  site  matrix. 

Site  16TR301  consists  of  a  multi- 
component  prehistoric  and  historic  period  arti¬ 
fact  scatter.  As  a  result  of  this  investigation,  1 
prehistoric  period  and  5  historic  period  artifacts 
and  3  pieces  of  shell  were  recovered  from  the 
site.  The  vast  majority  of  this  material  (n=6) 
originated  from  the  plowzone.  No  evidence  of 
intact  cultural  deposits  was  identified  within  the 
site.  The  limited  cultural  assemblage,  the  low 
artifact  density,  and  the  absence  of  intact  cul¬ 
tural  deposits  demonstrates  that  Site  16TR301 
lacks  research  potential.  This  site  does  not  pos¬ 
sess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria 
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Figure  26.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Site 
16TR301. 

for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  addi¬ 
tional  testing  of  Site  16TR301  is  recommended. 

Site  16TR302  (32-03) 

Site  16TR302  was  identified  during  pedes¬ 
trian  survey  and  shovel  testing  of  Area  32  (Ta¬ 
bles  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Figures  27  and 
28).  The  site  consists  of  a  buried  shell  deposit 
that  may  represent  pavement  associated  with  a 
nearby  two-track  road  or  dredge  spoil  excavated 
from  a  nearby  canal.  The  site  is  located  along 
the  west  bank  of  the  former  channel  of  Four 
Point  Bayou  approximately  2.25  km  (1.40  mi) 
southwest  of  the  confluence  of  that  distributary 
and  Bayou  Sale.  Site  16TR302  lies  within  a  fal¬ 
low  pasture  on  a  natural  levee  of  a  distributary 
and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD. 
The  site  is  bounded  to  the  north  by  an  existing 
two-track  road  and  an  artificial  levee,  to  the  east 
by  an  artificial  levee,  and  to  the  south  and  west 
by  additional  pasture.  It  measures  24  m  (78.7  ft) 
in  length  along  its  major  north/south  axis  by  7  m 
(23.0  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor  east/west  axis. 
Vegetation  throughout  the  site  vicinity  includes 
a  variety  of  grasses  and  brambles  (e.g.,  raspber¬ 
ries).  During  survey,  171  whole  or  fragmentary 
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Figure  28.  An  overview  of  Site  16TR302  facing 
north. 


shells  (Table  6),  1  nail  (Figure  29),  9  pieces  of 
an  unidentified  material,  and  2  pieces  of  plastic 
were  recovered  from  two  shovel  tests  excavated 
within  the  site  area.  All  of  this  material  origi¬ 
nated  from  subsurface  contexts. 

A  total  of  1 0  shovel  tests  were  excavated  in 
the  vicinity  of  Site  16TR302  during  the  initial 
cultural  resources  survey;  four  additional  shovel 


tests  were  excavated  at  the  site  as  part  of  the 
subsequent  site  delineation  process  (Figure  27). 
Only  two  of  the  excavated  shovel  tests  produced 
cultural  and/or  faunal  material.  The  faunal  mate¬ 
rial  included  121  complete  valves  or  hinges  and 
38  shell  fragments  identified  as  brackish  water 
clam  (Rangia  cuneata )  and  8  shell  fragments 
listed  as  Virginia  oyster  (Crassostrea  virgin ica) 
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Table  6.  Faunal  Material  Recovered  from  Site  16TR302. 


CLASS 

FAMILY 

GENUS 

SPECIES 

COMMON  NAME 

ADDITIONAL 

DESCRIPTION 

Stratum  III 

Invertebrata 

Bivalvia 

Rangia 

cuneata 

Brackish  water  clam 

127 

Fragments 

38 

Crassostrea 

Virginia  oyster 

Fragments 

6 

Stratum  III  Total 

171 

Grand  Total 

171 

(Table  6).  The  cultural  material  consisted  of  1 
wire  (50d  size)  nail  (post  ca.  1890;  Figure  29) 
and  9  pieces  of  unidentified  material;  the  latter 
may  represent  flecks  of  green  and/or  black  paint. 
In  addition  to  these  artifacts,  two  pieces  of  mod¬ 
em  plastic  also  were  recovered  but  this  material 
simply  was  noted  and  then  discarded. 

Only  two  of  the  excavated  shovel  tests  fell 
within  the  boundary  of  Site  16TR302  (Figure 
30).  While  both  of  these  shovel  tests  were  exca¬ 
vated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs),  one 
shovel  test  exhibited  three  strata  in  profile  and 
the  other  shovel  test  exhibited  four  strata  in  pro¬ 
file.  The  datum  shovel  test  (Transect  6,  Shovel 
Test  26)  contained  only  three  stratum  in  profile 
(Figure  30a).  In  this  shovel  test,  Stratum  I  con¬ 
sisted  of  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR  3/3)  silty 


clay  that  ranged  from  0-5  cmbs  (0-1.2  inbs).  It 
was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  grayish 
brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  that  extended  from 
5-10  cmbs  (1.2  -  3.9  inbs).  The  basal  stratum, 
Stratum  III,  was  listed  as  a  layer  of  pale  brown 
(10YR  6/3)  silty  clay  that  reached  from  10-50 
cmbs  (3.9  - 19.7  inbs).  While  shell  was  observed 
throughout  Stratum  III,  it  predominantly  oc¬ 
curred  within  the  first  20  cm  (7.9  in)  level  exca¬ 
vated  within  this  stratum;  122  whole  or  frag¬ 
mentary  shells  and  a  single  wire  nail  were  re¬ 
covered  from  this  level. 

Delineation  shovel  test  N990/E1000  exhib¬ 
ited  four  strata  in  profile  (Figure  30b).  In  this 
shovel  test,  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a 
layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR  3/3)  clay  that  ex¬ 
tended  from  0-4  cmbs  (0-1.6  inbs).  It  was  un- 
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STRATUM  I:  10YR  3/3  DARK  BROWN  CLAY. 

STRATUM  II:  10YR  5/3  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY. 

STRATUM  III:  10YR  6/3  PALE  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY 
WITH  SHELL. 

STRATUM  IV:  10YR  5/3  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY. 


Figure  30,  Shovel  test  profiles  for  Site  16TR302. 
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derlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR 
5/3)  silty  clay  that  reached  from  4-10  cmbs  (1 .6 
-  3.9  inbs).  Stratum  III  was  described  as  a  layer 
of  pale  brown  (10YR  6/3)  silty  clay  that  ranged 
from  10-15  cmbs  (3.9  -  5.9  inbs);  it  contained 
49  whole  or  fragmentary  shells,  9  pieces  of  uni¬ 
dentified  material  that  may  represent  paint  chips, 
and  2  pieces  of  plastic.  The  basal  stratum,  Stra¬ 
tum  IV,  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  brown 
(10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  15-50 
cmbs  (5.9  - 19.7  inbs). 

Site  16TR302  consists  of  a  buried  shell  de¬ 
posit  that  may  be  associated  with  a  nearby  two- 
track  road  or  it  may  represent  dredge  spoil  exca¬ 
vated  from  an  adjacent  canal.  The  shell  fill  de¬ 
posit  was  identified  in  the  datum  shovel  test  at 
depths  ranging  from  10  -  30  cmbs  (3.9  -11.8 
inbs)  and  in  a  single  site  delineation  shovel  test 
at  depths  ranging  from  10-15  cmbs  (3.9  -  5.9 
inbs).  A  wire  nail,  9  pieces  of  unidentified  mate¬ 
rial  that  may  represent  paint  flecks,  and  2  pieces 
of  plastic  were  recovered  in  association  with  the 
shell  deposit.  No  prehistoric  cultural  material 


was  observed  or  recovered  from  the  site.  These 
results  suggest  that  Site  16TR302  dates  from  the 
historic/modem  era  and  that  it  lacks  research 
potential.  This  site  does  not  possess  the  qualities 
of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Reg¬ 
ister  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36 
CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Site 
16TR302  is  recommended. 

Site  16TR303  (32-08) 

Site  16TR303  also  was  identified  during 
pedestrian  survey  and  shovel  testing  of  Area  32 
(Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Figures  31 
and  32).  The  site  consists  of  a  scatter  of  nine¬ 
teenth  to  twentieth  century  historic  period  arti¬ 
facts  that  may  represent  the  remains  of  a  former 
dwelling.  Site  16TR303  is  located  along  the 
west  bank  of  Bayou  Sale  and  it  lies  approxi¬ 
mately  0.95  km  (0.59  mi)  to  the  southeast  of  the 
confluence  of  Bayou  Sale  and  Four  Point  Bayou. 
The  site  is  positioned  atop  natural  levee  deposits 
and  it  lies  at  an  approximate  elevation  of  0.9  m 
(3  ft)  NGVD.  It  measures  110  m  (361  ft)  in 


Figure31.  Plan  view  of  Site  16TR303. 
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Figure  32.  An  overview  of  Site  16TR303  facing 
south. 


length  along  its  major  northeast/southwest  axis 
by  66  m  (217  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor  north¬ 
west/southeast  axis.  The  site  lies  within  a  former 
pasture  where  the  vegetation  currently  consists 
of  a  variety  of  grasses  and  widely  scattered  sap- 
lings.  Surface  visibility  at  Site  16TR303  is  0 
percent. 

A  total  of  98  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
within  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  16TR303  to 
delineate  both  the  configuration  and  extent  of 
the  site;  55  shovel  tests  fell  within  the  site 
boundaries  and  28  of  these  shovel  tests  produced 
cultural  or  faunal  material  (Figure  31).  This 
material  consisted  of  145  historic  period  artifacts 
(Table  7  and  Figures  33  and  34)  and  18  pieces  of 
shell  (Table  8).  The  historic  period  material  in¬ 
cluded  82  brick  fragments,  2  pieces  of  slate 
roofing,  20  ceramic  sherds  (6  ironstone  sherds, 
13  whiteware  sherds,  and  1  yellowware  sherd), 
23  glass  shards  (2  cup  bottom  molded  glass 
shards,  1  lamp  glass  shard,  1  machine-made  lip 
glass  shard,  1  tooled  lip  glass  shard,  2  unidenti¬ 
fied  blown-in-mold  glass  shards,  14  unidentified 
bottle  glass  shards,  1  unidentified  fire-damaged 
glass  shard,  and  1  flat  glass  shard),  and  18  pieces 
of  metal  (2  bolts/brackets,  1  wire  fragment,  7 
nails,  and  8  pieces  of  unidentified  metal).  Tem¬ 
porally  diagnostic  artifacts  recovered  from  the 
site,  including  ironstone,  whiteware,  yellow- 
ware,  cup  bottom  molded  glass,  machine-made 
glass,  tooled  lip  glass,  amethyst-colored  glass, 
machine  cut  nails,  and  wire  nails,  suggest  that 
Site  16TR303  was  occupied  during  the  nine¬ 
teenth  and  early  twentieth  centuries.  The  shell 
material  recovered  from  the  site  was  character- 


Figure33.  Selected  historic  period  ceramic  sherds  re¬ 
covered  from  Site  16TR303:  (a)  annular 
decorated  yellowware  sherd  (FS  #27);  (b) 
whiteware  sherd  with  decal  decoration  (FS 
27);  (c)  plain  whiteware  sherd  with  a  par¬ 
tial,  unidentified  maker’s  mark  (FS  #27); 
(d)  annular  decorated  yellowware  sherd  (FS 
#26);  and  (e)  ironstone  sherd  with  mold 
decoration  (FS  #26). 


Figure  34.  Selected  historic  period  glass  shards  recov¬ 
ered  from  Site  16TR303:  (a)  blown-in-mold 
bottle  glass  shard  embossed  with  “OX/BE” 
(FS  #24);  (b)  machine  made  glass  lip  shard 
from  a  patent  medicine  bottle  (FS  #56);  and 
(c)  double  beaded  tooled  lip  shard  (FS  #61). 


ized  as  17  brackish  water  clam  ( Rangia  cuneata) 
specimens  and  1  unidentified  shell  fragment. 

The  recovered  artifact  assemblage  suggests 
that  Site  16TR303  may  represent  the  remains  of 
a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  dwelling. 
While  no  intact  architectural  features  were  iden¬ 
tified,  architectural  debris  including  82  brick 
fragments,  2  pieces  of  slate  roofing,  and  7  nails, 
accounted  for  nearly  63  percent  of  the  total  arti- 
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Table  7.  Historic  Period  Cultural  Material  Recovered  from  Site  16TR303. 


PROVENIENCE 

CLASS 

TYPE 

SUBTYPE 

GENERAL  DATE 
RANGE 

TOTAL 

Stratum  I 

Ceramic 

Ironstone 

Decal 

ca.  1900-1950 

1 

Porcelaneous  Ware 

postca.  1880 

3 

Undecorated  White 

2 

Wbiteware 

Annular  Decorated 

ca.  1820-1890 

1 

Decal  Decorated 

post  ca.  1880 

1 

Plain 

ca.  1820-1900+ 

11 

Yellovvware 

Annular  Decorated 

ca.  1840-1900 

1 

Construction  Mate¬ 
rials 

Architectural  Stone 

Brick  Fragment(s) 

47 

Slate,  Roofing 

2 

Miscellaneous  Architectural 

■ffywffigiwariivWii^ 

1 

Glass 

HnnSHHNHHM 

post  ca.  1850 

2 

Lamp  Glass 

Colorless 

1 

Machine-Made  Lip 

Colorless 

H 

Tooled  Lip 

Light  Aqua 

ca.  1820s- 1920s 

1 

Unid.  Blown-in -Mold  Bottle 

Glass 

Amber 

1 

Unidentified  Bottle  Glass 
(Kitchen) 

Amber 

1 

Amethyst-colored  (Manga¬ 
nese  Solarization) 

ca.  1875-1920 

2 

Light  Aqua 

5 

1 

Yellow  Green  (Olive) 

2 

Unidentified  Fire-damaged  or 
Melted  Glass 

Colorless 

1 

Metal 

Construction  Hardware 

Bolt(s)  and/or  Bracket(s) 

2 

Nail(s) 

Machine-Cut,  Unidentified 
Head  Style 

ca.  1790s-1890s+ 

2 

Unidentified 

3 

Wire,  unidentified 

postca.  1890 

2 

Unidentified  Metal 

Iron/Steel 

8 

Stratum  II 

Construction  Mate¬ 
rials 

Glass 

Architectural  Stone 

Brick  Fragment(s) 

35 

Unid.  Blown-in-Mold  Bottle 

Glass 

Light  Aqua 

1 

Unidentified  Bottle  Glass 
(Kitchen) 

Colorless 

■■ 

Light  Aqua 

1 

Yellow  Green  (Olive) 

1 

Metal 

Miscellaneous  Hardware 

Wire  fragment(s) 

1 

[Grand  Total  [ 

145 

Table  8.  Faunal  Material  Recovered  from  Site  16TR303. 


PROVENIENCE 

CLASS 

FAMILY 

GENUS 

SPECIES 

COMMON  NAME 

ADDITIONAL 

DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 

Stratum  I 

Invertebrata 

Bivalvia 

cuneata 

Brackish  water  clam 

4 

12 

Oyster 

Crassostrea 

virginica 

Virginia  oyster 

1 

Vertebrata 

UID  Vertebrate 

1 

Stratum  I  Total 

18 

Grand  Total 

18 
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Table  9.  Ceramic  and  Glass  Artifacts  Recovered  from  Site  16TR303  by  Type,  Subtype,  and  Vessel 
Portion. 


fact  assemblage.  The  remainder  of  the  site  as-  from  Stratum  I  (n=105)  and  Stratum  II  (n=40)  of 

semblage  largely  was  comprised  of  domestic  the  site  matrix. 

artifacts  such  as  refined  earthenwares  (ironstone.  Data  recovered  from  Site  16TR303  sug- 

whiteware,  and  yellowware)  and  bottle  glass  gests  that  the  site  contains  the  scattered  remains 

(Table  9).  Identifiable  ceramic  and  glass  forms  of  a  domestic  dwelling  that  dates  from  the  nine- 

included  an  ironstone  teacup  and  a  machine-  teenth  and  early  twentieth  centuries.  Although 

made  patent  medicine  bottle.  the  1953  aerial  photographs  contained  in  the 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  at  Site  Terrebonne  Parish  soil  survey  (Lytle  and 

16TR303  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  McMichael  1960)  depict  a  road  extending  across 

inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile  (Fig-  Bayou  Sale  in  the  vicinity  of  the  site,  no  evi- 

ure  35).  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  dence  of  a  structure  was  apparent  in  the  photo- 

grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  clayey  silt  that  ranged  graphs.  In  fact,  the  site  area  appeared  to  have 

from  0-20  cmbs  (0  -  7.9  inbs);  this  stratum  rep-  been  under  cultivation  at  that  time.  This  analysis 

resented  the  plowzone.  It  was  underlain  by  suggests  that  any  structures  present  at  Site 

Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  4/3)  silty  16TR303  were  removed  or  demolished  prior  to 

clay  that  extended  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  1953.  Shovel  testing  throughout  the  site  area 

50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  Artifacts  originated  both  confirmed  that  Site  16TR303  has  been  impacted 
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A  TYPICAL  SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILE 
AT  SITE  16TR303 


centimeters 


STRATUM  I:  10YR  5/2  GRAYISH  BROWN  CLAYEY  SILT. 
STRATUM  II:  10YR  4/3  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY. 


Figure  35.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Site 
16TR303. 


severely  by  plowing.  A  majority  of  the  artifacts 
recovered  from  the  site  originated  from  the 
plowzone.  No  evidence  of  intact  cultural  depos¬ 
its  or  research  potential  was  identified  during  the 
delineation  of  Site  16R303.  This  site  lacks  both 
integrity  and  research  potential.  Site  16R303 
does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as 
defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a- 
d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Site  16TR303  is 
recommended. 

Site  16TR304  (32-09) 

Site  16TR304  is  a  multi-component  site  that 
contains  both  a  Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian 
period  shell  midden  and  a  nineteenth  century 
historic  period  artifact  scatter.  The  site  was  identi¬ 
fied  during  pedestrian  survey  and  shovel  testing 
of  Area  32  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and 
Figures  36  and  37).  The  site,  located  on  the  west 
bank  of  Bayou  Sale  approximately  1.1  km  (0.7 
mi)  to  the  southeast  of  the  confluence  of  that  dis¬ 
tributary  and  Four  Point  Bayou  (Figure  36),  oc¬ 


cupies  a  distributary  natural  levee  and  it  lies  at  an 
elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD.  The  natural 
levee  in  this  area  largely  is  subsided  and  the  site 
currently  borders  on  a  freshwater  marsh.  Site 
16TR304  measures  approximately  83  m  (272.2 
ft)  in  length  along  its  major  northwest/southeast 
axis  and  50  m  (164.0  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor 
northeast/southwest  axis.  Currently,  the  site  lies 
in  a  fallow  pasture;  surface  visibility  was  limited 
throughout  the  area  (Figure  36).  The  vegetation 
throughout  this  area  consists  of  primarily  grass 
and  sparsely  scattered  saplings. 

A  total  of  78  shovel  tests  were  excavated  to 
delineate  the  horizontal  and  vertical  extent  of  Site 
16TR304  (Figure  36).  While  27  shovel  tests  fell 
within  the  site  boundary,  only  14  of  the  shovel 
tests  produced  cultural  or  faunal  material.  This 
material  consisted  of  2  prehistoric  period  ceramic 
sherds  (Figure  38),  2  historic  period  artifacts 
(Figure  39),  and  588  whole  or  fragmentary  shells 
(Figure  38  and  Table  10).  Prehistoric  material 
recovered  from  the  site  included  1  Bell  Plain,  var. 
unspecified  body  sherd  and  1  Mississippian  Plain, 
var.  unspecified  body  sherd;  both  of  these  ce¬ 
ramic  types  date  from  the  Late  Plaquemine/ 
Mississippian  periods  (ca.  A.D.  1410  -  1700).  The 
historic  period  material  recovered  from  the  site 
included  1  plain  yellowware  sherd  (ca.  A.D.  1 830 
-  1900)  and  1  unidentified  piece  of  metal.  Lastly, 
587  whole  (n=217)  or  fragmentary  (n=370) 
brackish  water  clam  ( Rangia  cuneata )  shells  and 

I  fragmentary  Virginia  oyster  ( Crassostrea  vir- 
ginica )  shell  were  recovered;  15  of  these  shell 
fragments  exhibited  evidence  of  burning. 

While  a  minority  of  the  shovel  tests  exca¬ 
vated  within  Site  16TR304  exhibited  one  (n=8)  or 
three  (n=3)  strata  in  profile,  a  typical  shovel  test 
(n=66)  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs) 
and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile  (Figure  40). 
Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  grayish 
brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  that  extended  from 
the  surface  to  an  average  depth  of  20  cmbs  (7.9 
inbs);  this  deposit  was  characterized  as  the  plow- 
zone.  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of 
brown  (10YR  4/3)  silty  clay  that  extended  from 
the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  a  maximum  excavated 
depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.6  inbs).  Cultural  and  faunal 
material  was  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=484), 

II  (n=94),  and  III  (n=14)  of  the  site  matrix. 
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Figure  36.  Plan  view  of  Site  16TR304. 


Figure  37.  An  overview  of  Site  16TR304  facing  east. 
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Figure  38.  Selected  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds 
recovered  from  Site  16TR304:  (a)  Bell 
Plain,  var.  unspecified  ceramic  sherd  (FS 
#19)  and  (b)  Mississippi  Plain,  var.  unspeci¬ 
fied  ceramic  sherd  (FS  #45). 


Figure  39.  A  single  plain  yellowware  historic  period 
ceramic  sherd  (FS  #49)  recovered  from 
Site  16TR304. 


Table  10.  Faunal  Material  Recovered  from  Site  16TR304. 


PROVENIENCE 

CLASS 

FAMILY 

GENUS 

SPECIES 

COMMON  NAME 

ADDITIONAL  DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 

Stratum  I 

Invertebrata 

Bivalvia 

Rangia 

cuneata 

Brackish  water  clam 

Complete  valve  or  hinge 

189 

Complete  valve  or  hinge;  burned 

1 

Fragments 

278 

Fragments;  burned 

12 

Oyster 

Crassostrea 

Fragment;  burned 

1 

Stratum  II 

Invertebrata 

Bivalvia 

Rangia 

cuneata 

Brackish  water  clam 

Complete  valve  or  hinge 

19 

Fragments 

32 

Fragments;  burned 

1 

41  j 

Stratum  III 

Invertebrata 

Bivalvia 

Rangia 

cuneata 

Brackish  water  clam 

Complete  valve  or  hinge 

8 

Fragments 

6 

|  Grand  Total 

588 

The  results  of  the  current  investigation  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  Site  16TR304  contains  both  prehis¬ 
toric  and  historic/modem  period  components.  The 
prehistoric  period  component  consists  of  a  Late 
Plaquemine/Mississippian  period  shell  midden, 
while  the  historic/modem  component  consists  of 
a  low  density  artifact  scatter  that  probably  repre¬ 
sents  the  remains  of  several  isolated  dumping 
episodes.  Both  components  of  the  site  have  been 
impacted  by  plowing.  In  fact,  a  review  of  the 
1953  aerial  photographs  contained  in  the  Terre¬ 
bonne  Parish  soil  survey  suggest  that  the  site  was 
under  cultivation  as  early  as  that  date  (Lytle  and 
McMichael  1960).  A  majority  of  the  faunal  mate¬ 
rial  (n=481;  82  percent)  as  well  as  the  prehistoric 
ceramic  sherds  originated  from  the  plowzone,  i.e., 
from  Stratum  I  of  the  site  matrix.  Nonetheless, 


107  shells  or  shell  fragments,  approximately  18 
percent  of  the  faunal  subassemblage  recovered 
from  the  site,  originated  from  deposits  below  the 
plowzone.  These  results  demonstrate  that  intact 
midden  deposits  may  be  present  at  the  site.  Site 
16TR304  may  possess  the  qualities  of  signifi¬ 
cance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  under  Criterion  D  (36  CFR  60.4 
[d])  as  an  exemplar  of  a  Late  Plaquemine/ 
Mississippian  period  shell  midden.  Additional 
work  at  the  site  may  provide  important  informa¬ 
tion  pertaining  to  subsistence  during  this  time 
period.  Consequently,  avoidance  or  additional 
testing  of  the  site  is  recommended.1 


1  The  Louisiana  Division  of  Archeology  determined  that 
Site  16TR304  is  not  significant. 
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A  TYPICAL  SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILE 
AT  SITE  16TR304 


CENTIMETERS 

STRATUM  |:  10YR  5/2  GRAYISH  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY. 
STRATUM  I):  10YR  4/3  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY. 


Figure  40.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Site 
16TR304. 


Previously  Recorded  Sites 

A  total  of  five  previously  recorded  archeo¬ 
logical  sites  (16TR3,  16TR19,  16TR26, 

16TR33,  and  16TR71)  were  revisited  as  a  result 
of  this  cultural  resources  survey.  While  a  sixth 
previously  recorded  site  (16TR160)  is  located 
within  the  currently  proposed  project  alignment, 
right-of-entry  to  the  site  area  was  denied.  Each 
of  the  revisited  sites  are  discussed  below. 

16TR3 

Site  16TR3,  a  prehistoric  period  shell  mid¬ 
den  and  artifact  scatter,  originally  was  identified 
in  1952  by  Mclntire  (Weinstein  and  Kelley 
1992);  it  subsequently  was  revisited  in  1978  by 
Altschul  (1978)  and  again  in  1992  by  Weinstein 
and  Kelley  (1992).  The  site,  positioned  along  the 
Marmande  Ridge  distributary  natural  levee,  lies  at 
an  elevation  of  1.5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD  (Tables  1  and 
3  and  Attachment  1).  Bayou  du  Large  is  situated 
approximately  1.4  km  (0.9  mi)  to  the  east  of  the 
site.  Since  it  first  was  recorded,  several  discrep¬ 
ancies  in  the  actual  location  of  Site  16TR3,  as 
well  as  its  relationship  to  Site  16TR19,  a  nearby 


prehistoric  period  mound  site,  have  been  re¬ 
ported.  A  discussion  of  Site  16TR3  is  presented 
below.  Information  pertaining  to  Site  16TR19  is 
presented  elsewhere  in  this  chapter. 

In  1952,  Mclntire  described  Site  16TR3  as  a 
prehistoric  period  shell  midden  located  in  a  culti¬ 
vated  sugarcane  field.  Mclntire  noted  that  the 
integrity  of  the  site  nearly  had  been  destroyed  by 
repeated  plowing  associated  with  sugarcane  culti¬ 
vation  (Mclntire  1958).  In  his  original  site  map, 
Mclntire  plotted  Site  16TR3  along  the  Marmande 
Ridge  and  approximately  200  to  300  m  (656  to 
984  ft)  southwest  of  Site  16TR19. 

When  Site  16TR3  was  revisited  by  Altschul 
(1978)  in  1978,  he  identified  a  large  scatter  of 
prehistoric  and  historic  period  cultural  material 
situated  east  of  Site  16TR19  and  along  the  west 
bank  of  Bayou  du  Large.  This  scatter  contained  a 
variety  of  Plaquemine  and  Mississippian  culture 
ceramic  sherds,  faunal  material,  daub,  prehistoric 
lithic  artifacts,  and  historic  period  cultural  mate¬ 
rial.  Altschul  reasoned  that  this  material  may  be 
associated  with  Site  16TR3  given  its  close  prox¬ 
imity  to  Site  16TR19,  even  though  the  artifact 
scatter  he  identified  was  not  situated  precisely  in 
the  exact  location  previously  identified  by  Mcln¬ 
tire.  In  his  analysis,  Altschul  examined  the  cul¬ 
tural  material  collected  from  the  artifact  scatter  he 
identified  and  compared  it  to  artifacts  recovered 
from  Site  16TR19  and  he  determined  that  the 
prehistoric  occupations  at  both  locations  were 
contemporaneous.  Altschul  subsequently  modi¬ 
fied  the  state  site  form  to  reflect  the  association 
between  Sites  16TR3  and  16TR19  and  he  as¬ 
sessed  the  combined  site  as  significant  (Altschul 
1978). 

During  their  1992  investigation,  Weinstein 
and  Kelly  (1992)  assessed  the  reported  discrepan¬ 
cies  regarding  the  location  of  Site  16TR3  and  its 
relationship  to  Site  16TR19.  After  reviewing  the 
site  documentation  provided  by  Mclntire  in  1952 
and  Altschul  in  1978,  they  determined  that  the 
artifact  scatter  identified  by  Altschul  did  not  con¬ 
form  to  the  site  location  or  description  previously 
reported  by  Mclntire.  Instead,  they  argued  that 
the  artifact  scatter  recorded  by  Altschul  (1978) 
represented  a  new,  distinct  site  and  it  was  as¬ 
signed  the  trinomial  16TR218.  Weinstein  and 
Kelley  (1992)  subsequently  restored  Mclntire ’s 
description  to  Site  16TR3.  As  part  of  their  inves¬ 
tigation,  they  reanalyzed  artifacts  previously  re- 
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covered  from  Site  16TR3  and  they  determined 
that  the  site,  in  fact,  dated  from  the  Baytown  or 
Marksville  periods.  While  Weinstein  and  Kelley 
(1992)  attempted  to  relocate  Site  16TR3  to  collect 
additional  data,  no  evidence  of  the  site  was  identi¬ 
fied  during  their  field  investigation. 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
relocated  Site  16TR3,  as  plotted  by  Mclntire  in 
1952  and  by  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  in 
1992,  in  a  cultivated  sugarcane  field  during  sur¬ 
vey  of  Area  10  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1; 
and  Figures  41  and  42).  A  total  of  15  shovel  tests 
were  excavated  in  the  mapped  vicinity  of  the  site. 
While  none  of  these  shovel  tests  produced  cul¬ 
tural  material,  two  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds 
were  surface  collected  from  the  site  area.  These 
sherds  consisted  of  a  single  Plaquemine  Brushed, 
var.  unspecified  body  sherd  and  1  unidentified 
eroded  body  sherd  (Figure  43).  The  former  dated 
from  the  Plaquemine  culture  while  the  latter  was 


not  culturally/temporally  diagnostic.  No  addi¬ 
tional  cultural  material  was  recovered  from  the 
surface  of  the  16TR3  site  area. 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  at  Site 
16TR3  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile  (Figure 


Figure  42.  An  overview  of  Site  16TR3  facing  east. 
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Figure  43.  Selected  prehistoric  period  ceramic 
sherds  recovered  from  Site  16TR3:  (a) 
Plaquemine  Brushed  var.  unspecified  ce¬ 
ramic  sherd  (FS  #107)  and  (b)  unidenti¬ 
fied  ceramic  sherd  (FS  #108). 


Figure  44.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Site 
16TR3. 


44).  Stratum  I  represented  the  plowzone  and  it 
consisted  of  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2) 
silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  surface  to  an 
average  depth  of  19  cmbs  (7.5  inbs).  It  was  un¬ 
derlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  light  brownish 
gray  (10YR  6/2)  clay  that  reached  from  the  base 


of  Stratum  I  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs). 
None  of  the  shovel  tests  excavated  at  Site  16TR3 
produced  cultural  material  or  evidence  of  intact 
cultural  deposits. 

While  Site  16TR3  previously  had  been  char¬ 
acterized  as  a  prehistoric  period  shell  midden,  no 
evidence  of  a  midden  deposit  was  identified  as  a 
result  of  the  current  investigation.  In  fact,  only 
two  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds  were  re¬ 
covered  from  the  site.  These  results  are  consistent 
with  those  obtained  by  Weinstein  and  Kelley 
(1992),  who  failed  to  relocate  the  site  in  1992.  In 
addition,  the  site  area  has  been  impacted  by  re¬ 
peated  plowing  associated  with  prior  and  ongoing 
sugarcane  cultivation.  In  fact,  Mclntire  stated  that 
as  early  as  1952  repeated  plowing  had  destroyed 
the  site.  The  limited  material  assemblage,  the  low 
artifact  density,  and  the  absence  of  intact  cultural 
deposits,  as  well  as  the  previously  suggested  shell 
midden  deposit,  demonstrate  that  Site  16TR3 
lacks  both  integrity  and  research  potential.  This 
site  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance 
as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 
No  additional  testing  of  Site  16TR3  is  recom¬ 
mended. 

16TR19 

Site  16TR19,  also  known  as  the  Marmande 
Plantation  Site,  is  a  well-documented  prehistoric 
period  mound  and  historic  period  homestead  lo¬ 
cated  in  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisiana  (Tables  1 
and  3;  Attachment  1).  The  site  is  situated  at  the 
confluence  of  an  abandoned  distributary  natural 
levee  and  the  Marmande  Ridge  and  it  lies  at  an 
elevation  of  1 .5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD.  Bayou  du  Large 
is  located  approximately  1.0  km  (0.6  mi)  to  the 
east  of  the  site.  The  prehistoric  mound  at  Site 
16TR19  is  located  in  an  open,  graded  area  and  the 
site  is  surrounded  by  a  cultivated  field;  the  his¬ 
toric  component  of  the  site  is  located  immediately 
to  the  north  and  northeast  of  the  mound  and 
within  the  sugarcane  field. 

The  prehistoric  earthen  mound  identified  as 
Site  16TR19  first  was  documented  by  Randolph 
Brazet  in  1924.  Later,  in  1952,  Mclntire  and 
Kniffen  undertook  a  more  extensive  survey  of  the 
site  (Weinstein  and  Kelley  1992).  They  described 
the  mound  as  a  truncated  earthwork  that  meas¬ 
ured  3.7  m  (12  ft)  in  height  and  22.9  m  (75  ft)  in 
diameter  and  they  argued  that  the  mound  had 
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been  constructed  atop  a  shell  midden.  Based  on 
material  previously  recovered  from  Site  16TR19 
by  Bazet,  Mclntire  dated  the  mound  from  the 
Troyville  period.  He  also  identified  Coles  Creek 
and  Plaquemine  occupations  based  on  the  ce¬ 
ramic  material  he  had  analyzed.  Altschul  (1978) 
revisited  Site  16TR19  in  1978;  based  on  this  in¬ 
vestigation,  he  determined  that  the  mound  proba¬ 
bly  was  constructed  during  the  Plaquemine  and 
Mississippian  cultures,  but  he  stated  that  a  Coles 
Creek  component  may  underlie  the  earthwork.  He 
also  revised  the  dimensions  of  the  mound,  stating 
that  it  measured  20  x  25  m  (65.6  x  82.0  ft)  at  its 
base  and  5.9  m  (19.4  ft)  in  height.  Altschul 
(1978)  assessed  the  site  as  eligible  for  nomination 
to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (36 
CFR  60.4  [a-d])  and  he  recommended  preserva¬ 
tion  of  the  site  (Altschul  1978). 

Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  reanalyzed  the 
prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  previously  recovered 
from  Site  16TR19  in  1992  in  conjunction  with  a 
field  visit  to  the  site.  The  reanalysis  of  the  ce¬ 
ramic  material  led  to  a  revision  of  the  site  chro¬ 
nology.  The  ceramic  material  previously  recov¬ 
ered  from  the  site  was  associated  with  cultural 
components  dating  from  the  Coles  Creek, 
Plaquemine,  Mississippian  period,  and  possibly 
the  protohistoric  periods;  the  mound  itself,  how¬ 
ever,  was  dated  from  the  Plaquemine  period. 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  argue  that  the 
Troyville  cultural  affiliation  previously  assigned 
to  the  site  by  Mclntire  in  1 952  was  based  on  the 
misidentification  of  many  of  the  temporally  diag¬ 
nostic  ceramic  sherds. 

During  their  field  visit,  Weinstein  and  Kel¬ 
ley  (1992)  excavated  five  shovel  tests  and  a  sin¬ 
gle  auger  test  in  the  mound  vicinity.  Each  shovel 
test  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile;  the  top-stratum 
was  characterized  as  plowzone  deposit  mixed 
with  Rangia  shell;  the  bottom  stratum  consisted 
of  natural  levee  deposits.  Since  no  shell  was 
identified  in  the  auger  test,  Weinstein  and  Kelley 
(1992)  questioned  Mclntire’ s  supposition  that  the 
mound  had  been  constructed  atop  a  shell  midden. 
No  prehistoric  period  cultural  material  was  re¬ 
covered  from  the  shovel  tests  or  from  the  auger 
test  excavated  at  the  site. 

In  addition  to  the  investigation  at  the  mound, 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  also  documented  a 
previously  unreported  historic  period  component 
at  Site  16TR19.  This  component  was  character¬ 


ized  as  a  surface  scatter  of  twentieth  century  cul¬ 
tural  material.  The  scatter,  located  in  a  cultivated 
sugarcane  field  and  immediately  north  of  the 
mound,  produced  a  variety  of  domestic  artifacts 
such  as  machine-made  bottle  glass  and  ceramic 
sherds.  Weisnstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  interpreted 
the  site  to  be  the  remains  of  a  twentieth  century 
homestead. 

Although  they  failed  to  recover  any  prehis¬ 
toric  period  cultural  material  from  Site  16TR19, 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  determined  that  the 
mound  itself  was  in  excellent  condition.  Further¬ 
more,  they  reasoned  that  intact  cultural  features 
such  as  postmolds  and  pits  probably  were  present 
at  the  site  beneath  the  plowzone.  They  argue  fur¬ 
ther  that  additional  work  at  the  site  may  provide 
important  information  pertaining  to  Coles  Creek 
through  Mississippian  period  settlement  patterns, 
subsistence  strategies,  and  housing  types.  Conse¬ 
quently,  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  concurred 
with  Altschul ’s  (1978)  original  assessment  of  Site 
16TR19  as  eligible  for  nomination  to  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places. 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
revisited  Site  16TR19  as  part  of  the  currently 
proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study 
during  the  cultural  resources  assessment  of  Area 
10  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Figures  45 
-  47).  A  total  of  158  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
in  the  mapped  vicinity  of  the  site.  In  addition  to 
the  prehistoric  mound  and  the  historic  period  arti¬ 
fact  scatter  previously  identified  at  the  site,  a  sec¬ 
ond  discrete  historic  period  artifact  scatter  also 
was  identified.  The  previously  recorded  scatter 
was  designated  Locus  A,  while  the  newly  identi¬ 
fied  scatter  was  denominated  Locus  B.  In  total, 
229  historic  period  artifacts  were  recovered  from 
Locus  A  and  198  historic  period  artifacts  were 
retrieved  from  Locus  B  (Tables  11  and  12).  In 
addition  to  this  material,  2  prehistoric  period  ce¬ 
ramic  sherds  also  were  collected  from  the  site. 

The  mound  at  Site  16TR19  was  in  excellent 
condition  (Figure  47).  As  previously  reported  by 
Altschul  (1978)  and  Weinstein  and  Kelley 
(1992),  the  mound  structure  is  pyramidal  in  shape 
and  it  measures  approximately  20  -  25  m  (65.6  - 
82.0  ft)  at  its  base  and  6.1  -  7.6  m  (20  -  25  ft)  in 
height.  The  mound  currently  supports  several 
large  trees  and  it  is  surrounded  by  a  cultivated 
sugarcane  field.  While  no  shovel  tests  were  exca¬ 
vated  within  the  mound  itself,  5  shovel  tests  were 
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Table  1 1 .  Historic  Period  Artifacts  Recovered  from  Locus  A  of  Site  16TR19. 


PROVENIENCE 


SUBTYPE 


GENERAL  DATE 
RANGE 


SPECIFIC 
ARTIFACT  DATES 
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PROVENIENCE  CLASS 


SUBTYPE 


GENERAL  DATE 
RANGE 


SPECIFIC 
ARTIFACT  DATES 


Surface,  cont.  Metal,  cont.  |  Misc.  Hardware,  cont. 


Surface  Total 


Grand  Total 


IEHS5HSE5] 


Zipper  part(s) 


Wire,  Common 


Wire,  unidentified 


Sheet  Metal 


Natural 

Material 


Stone 


Synthetic 


Unidentified  Metal 


Miscellaneous  Activities  Field/  Push  Pile  Burned 
Clay  Lump(s) 


Activities 


■AlUmi.imJJCTS 


Vehicle  Part(s) 


Table  12.  Historic  Period  Artifacts  Recovered  from  Locus  B  of  Site  16TR19. 


PROVENIENCE 


SUBTYPE 


Ceramic 


White  ware 


Construction  Architectural  Stone 
Materials 


Brick,  Partial 


Asbestos  Shingle(s) 


Colorless 


Machine-Made  Bottle  Colorless 


Unid,  Blown-in-Mold 
Bottle  Glass 


Unidentified  Bottle 
Glass  (Kitchen) 


Unidentified  Fire- 
damaged  or  Melted 
Glass 


Construction  Hardware 


Miscellaneous  Hardware 


Tools 


Unidentified  Metal 


Light  Green 


Amber 


Colorless 


Green 


Amber 


Colorless 


Green 


Colorless 


Stratum  I  Total 


Stratum  II 


Construction  Building  Materials  Asbestos  Shingle(s) 

Materials 


Glass  Machine-Made  Bottle  Colorless 

Glass _ 

Machine-Made  Lip  Colorless 

Unid.  Blown-in-Mold  Amber _ 

Bottle  Glass _ Colorless 

Unidentified  Bottle  Amber _ 

Glass  (Kitchen)  Colorless _ 

Green 


GENERAL  DATE 
RANGE 


ca.  1820-1900+ 


SPECIFIC 
ARTIFACT  DATES 
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Table  12,  continued 


PROVENIENCE 

CLASS 

TYPE 

Stratum  II,  cont. 

Glass,  cont. 

Unidentified  Glass 
(Kitchen) 

Metal 

Miscellaneous  Hardware 

Miscellaneous  Kitchen 

Nail(s) 

Wood 

Unidentified  Wood 

|  Stratum  II  Total 

Surface 

Ceramic 

Ironstone 

SUBTYPE 


Colorless 


GENERAL  DATE 
RANGE 


SPECIFIC 
ARTIFACT  DATES 


TOTAL 


1 


ost  ca.  1962 


Other 


Wire,  Common 


Wire,  Roofln 


Charcoal  fragment(s) 


Porcelain,  Hard  Paste  Undecorated 


Construction  Architectural  Stone  Brick  Fragment(s) 
Materials 


Glass  Lamp  Glass _ Colorless _ 

Machine-Made  Base  Light  Green 


post  ca.  1898  (Manu.);  p( 
post  1916  (U.P.)  G 

G 


Machine-Made  Bottle  Amber 

Glass  _ 

Light  Green 


Unid.  Blown-in-Mold  Colorless 
Bottle  Glass 


Unidentified  Bottle 
Glass  (Kitchen) 


Natural  Mate-  Miscellaneous  Activities 
rial 


Synthetic  Unidentified  Material  Unidentifiable  Rubber 

Material 


Surface  Total 


Grand  Total 


excavated  within  20  m  (65.6  ft)  of  the  base  of  the 
mound.  None  of  these  shovel  tests  produced  cul¬ 
tural  material  or  evidence  of  intact  cultural  de¬ 
posits.  Two  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds, 
however,  were  collected  from  the  surface  and 
from  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  mound  (Figure 
48).  These  two  sherds  were  classified  as  a  single 


Baytown  Plain,  vat:  unspecified  sherd  and  1  uni¬ 
dentified  eroded  sherd;  both  sherds  contained 
grog  aplastic  inclusions.  The  Baytown  Plain  var. 
unspecified  sherd  dates  from  the  Mississippi  pe¬ 
riod  (Plaquemine  culture). 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  in  the  vicin¬ 
ity  of  the  mound,  i.e.,  within  20  m  (65.6  ft)  of  the 
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Figure  45.  Plan  view  of  Site  16TR19. 


Figure  46.  An  overview  of  Site  16TR19  facing 
southeast.  The  mound  is  positioned  in 
the  clump  of  trees  in  the  center  of  the 
photograph. 

earthwork,  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs)  and  it  exhibited  one  (n=3)  or  two  strata 
(n=2)  in  profile  (Figure  49).  In  the  former,  Stra¬ 
tum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  strong 
brown  (7.5YR  5/6)  clay  to  silty  clay  that  extended 
from  the  surface  to  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  In  the 
later,  Stratum  I  consisted  of  a  deposit  of  brown 
(10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  to  clay  loam  that  reached 
from  0-25  cmbs  (0  -  9.8  inbs),  while  Stratum  II 


Figure  47.  An  overview  of  the  mound  at  Site  16TR19 
facing  northeast. 


was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  grayish  brown 
(10YR  4/2)  silty  clay  to  clay  loam  that  extended 
from  25  -  50  cmbs  (9.8  -  19.7  inbs).  As  men¬ 
tioned  above,  none  of  the  shovel  tests  excavated 
within  20  m  (65.6  ft)  of  the  mound  produced 
cultural  material  or  evidence  of  intact  cultural 
deposits. 

Locus  A  at  Site  16TR19  was  relocated  ap¬ 
proximately  60  m  (196.8  ft)  to  the  north  of  the 
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Figure  48.  Selected  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds 
recovered  from  Site  16TR19:  (a)  unidenti¬ 
fied  ceramic  sherd  (FS  #126)  and  (b) 
Baytown  Plain  var.  unspecified  ceramic 
sherd  (FS  #188). 


mound  (Figure  45).  While  43  shovel  tests  were 
excavated  within  the  bounds  of  the  locus,  only  8 
shovel  tests  produced  cultural  material.  This  ma¬ 
terial  consisted  of  1  domestic  brown  stoneware 
sherd,  1  hard-paste  porcelain  sherd,  9  brick  frag¬ 
ments,  1  machine-made  bottle  glass  shard,  1 


machine-made  lip  glass  shard,  2  unidentified 
blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shards,  1  unidentified 
glass  shard,  3  nails,  2  pieces  of  unidentified 
metal,  and  5  pieces  of  burned  clay  lumps  (Table 
1 1  and  Figures  50  -  54).  In  addition  to  this  mate¬ 
rial,  203  artifacts  also  were  recovered  from  the 
surface  of  Locus  A.  These  were  described  as  1 
ceramic  doll  part,  3  domestic  brown  stoneware 
sherds,  1  hard-paste  porcelain  sherd,  1  whiteware 
sherd,  1  yellowware  sherd,  46  brick  fragments,  1 
“Depression”  glass  shard,  1  glass  bead,  1  cup 
bottom  molded  glass  shard,  2  flat  glass  shards,  2 
machine-made  base  glass  shards,  4  machine- 
made  bottle  glass  shards,  1  machine-made  lip 
glass  shard,  12  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle 
glass  shards,  21  unidentified  glass  shards,  1  metal 
staple,  1  metal  buckle,  1  unidentified  piece  of 
machinery,  7  wire  fragments,  1  metal  zipper  part, 
7  nails,  17  pieces  of  unidentified  metal,  64  pieces 
of  burned  clay  lumps,  1  graphite  battery  part,  and 
1  synthetic  vehicle  part  (Table  11).  Temporally 
diagnostic  artifacts  recovered  from  Locus  A,  in¬ 
cluding  hard-paste  porcelain,  whiteware,  yellow- 
ware,  machine-made  glass,  peach-colored  “De¬ 
pression”  glass,  and  wire  nails,  suggested  dates 


SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILES  AT  SITE  16TR19 
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Figure  49.  Typical  shovel  test  profiles  at  Site  16TR19. 
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Figure  50.  Selected  historic  period  ceramic  sherds 
recovered  from  Locus  A  of  Site  16TR19: 
(a)  domestic  brown  stoneware  sherd  with 
opaque  glaze  (FS  #160);  (b)  domestic 
brown  stoneware  sherd  with  colored 
glaze  (FS  #158);  (c)  domestic  brown 
stoneware  sherd  with  opaque  glaze  and 
picket  fence  style  mold  decoration  (FS 
#157);  and  (d)  domestic  brown  stone¬ 
ware  sherd  with  opaque  glaze  and  picket 
fence  style  mold  decoration  (FS  #165). 


Figure  51.  Selected  historic  period  ceramic 
sherds  recovered  from  Locus  A  of  Site 
16TR19:  (a)  plain  whiteware  sherd 
(FS  #119);  (b)  annular  decorated  yel- 
lowware  sherd  (FS  #167);  and  (c)  un¬ 
decorated  hard  paste  porcelain  sherd 
(FS  #163). 


Figure  52.  Selected  historic  period  glass  bottles 
recovered  from  Locus  A  of  Site 
16TR19:  (a)  machine  made  medicine 
bottle  with  continuous  thread  lip  and 
embossed  with  “10/6/7/6500”  (FS 
#157)  and  (b)  machine  made  bottle 
with  an  Owens  scar,  a  continuous 
thread  closure,  and  embossed  with  “13 
[superimposed  I,  O  and  diamond 
(Owens-Illinois  Glass  Co.  mark)]  O...” 
on  base  (FS  #166). 


Figure  53.  Selected  historic  period  glass  artifacts  re¬ 
covered  from  Locus  A  of  Site  16TR19:  (a) 
machine  made  bottle  glass  base  shard 
embossed  with  “...82-W...”(FS  #166);  (b) 
opaque  white/milk  glass  machine  made 
bottle  glass  lip  shard  with  continuous 
thread  closure  (FS  #166);  (c)  “depres¬ 
sion”  glass  shard  with  “Adam”  pattern 
by  Jeannette  Glass  Co.  or  “New  Cen¬ 
tury”  pattern  by  Hazel-Atlas  Glass  Co. 
(FS  #119);  and  (d)  blown-in-mold  bottle 
glass  shard  with  unidentified  embossed 
pattern  (FS  #163). 
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Figure  54.  A  cast  iron  treadle  sewing  machine 
frame  fragment  (FS  #163)  recovered 
from  Locus  A  of  Site  16TR19. 


ranging  from  the  nineteenth  to  the  twentieth  cen¬ 
tury.  The  recovery  architectural  debris,  e.g.,  the 
brick  fragments  and  nails,  as  well  as  the  domestic 
artifacts,  i.e.,  the  refined  earthenwares,  bottle 
glass,  flat  glass,  and  a  doll  part  (Table  13),  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  locus  may  represent  the  remains  of 
a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  dwelling. 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  within  Locus 
A  of  Site  16TR19  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs 
(19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile 
(Figure  49).  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a 
layer  of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  to  clay  that 
extended  from  0-15  cmbs  (0-5.9  inbs);  this  de¬ 
posit  was  classified  as  plowzone.  It  was  underlain 
by  Stratum  n,  a  layer  of  gray  (10YR  5/1)  clay 
that  continued  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  an 
excavated  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  All  of  the 
subsurface  cultural  material  recovered  from  Lo¬ 
cus  A  of  Site  16TR19  originated  from  Stratum  I 
of  the  site  matrix,  i.e.,  from  the  plowzone. 

Locus  B  of  Site  16TR19  was  positioned  ap¬ 
proximately  175  m  (574.1  ft)  to  the  northeast  of 
the  mound  (Figure  45).  A  total  of  36  shovel  tests 
were  excavated  successfully  within  this  locus. 
Only  4  of  these  shovel  tests,  however,  produced 
cultural  material  (Figures  55  -  58).  This  material 
consisted  of  1  whiteware  sherd,  17  brick  frag¬ 
ments,  1  partial  brick,  2  asbestos  shingles,  1  “De¬ 
pression”  glass  shard,  9  machine-made  bottle 
glass  shards,  1  machine-made  glass  lip,  20  uni¬ 
dentified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shards,  30 
unidentified  bottle  glass  shards,  1  unidentified 
glass  shard,  2  unidentified  fire-damaged  glass 
shards,  1  metal  bolt,  1  metal  hinge,  4  wire  frag- 


Figure55.  Selected  historic  period  ceramic  sherds 
recovered  from  Locus  B  of  Site  16TR19: 
(a)  undecorated  white  ironstone  handle 
sherd  (FS  #101);  (b)  undecorated  hard 
paste  porcelain  sherd  (FS  #101);  and  (c) 
plain  whiteware  sherd  (FS  #102). 


Figure  56.  An  iron  plow  part  (FS  #147)  recovered 
from  Locus  B  of  Site  16TR19. 


ments,  1  aluminum  pull  tab,  1 1  nails,  3  barbed 
wire  fragments,  1  metal  clamp,  1  metal  plow  part, 
23  pieces  of  unidentified  metal,  2  charcoal  frag¬ 
ments,  and  1  modified  wood  fragment  (Table  12). 
In  addition  to  the  aforementioned  subsurface 
material,  a  variety  of  artifacts  were  collected  from 
the  surface  of  Locus  B.  These  included  1  iron¬ 
stone  sherd,  1  hard-paste  porcelain  sherd,  13 
brick  fragments,  1  lamp  glass  shard,  1  machine- 
made  glass  base,  4  machine-made  bottle  glass 
shards,  2  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass 
shards,  3  unidentified  bottle  glass  shards,  1  uni¬ 
dentified  glass  shard,  1  metal  pipe,  1  metal  staple, 
1  piece  of  metal  agricultural  machinery,  1  metal 
hook,  1  metal  strap,  4  wire  fragments,  13  nails,  1 
metal  plow  part,  1 1  unidentified  pieces  of  metal, 
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Table  13.  Ceramic  and  Glass  Artifacts  Recovered  from  Locus  A  of  Site  16TR19  by  Type,  Subtype, 
and  Vessel  Portion. 


CLASS 

TYPE 

SUBTYPE 

VESSEL 

PORTION 

ADDITIONAL  DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 

Ceramic 

Activities 

IMES33HH 

Other 

Bisque 

mm 

Domestic  Brown 
Stoneware 

Colored  Glaze 
on  Buff 

Rim(s) 

Blue  glazed  utilitarian  ware;  speckled  glaze  similar  to 
porcelain-glazed  metal  granitewarc 

l 

Opaque  Glaze 
on  Buff 

Base(s) 

Utilitarian  ware 

l 

Rim(s) 

Molded  upside-down  picket  fence  pattern  extending 
down  from  rim;  utilitarian  ware 

l 

Utilitarian  ware 

l 

Porcelain,  Hard  Paste 

Undecorated 

Base(s) 

2 

Whiteware 

Plain 

Body(s) 

1 

Yellowware 

Annular  Deco¬ 
rated 

Body(s) 

1 

Glass 

“Depression”  Glass 

Peach 

Body(s) 

“Adam”  pattern  by  Jeannette  Glass  Co.  or  “New  Cen¬ 
tury”  pattern  by  Hazel-Atlas  Glass  Co. 

■■ 

Bead(s) 

1 

Cup  Bottom  Mold 

Colorless 

Heel(s) 

1 

Flat  Glass  Shards 

2 

Machine-Made  Base 

Colorless 

Base(s) 

Textured  heel;  “No . ” 

1 

Green 

Base(s) 

“  .  .82-W.  . in  push-up 

1 

Machine-Made  Bottle 
Glass 

Amber 

Complete 

Small  medicine  bottle  with  continuous  thread  lip; 
“10/6/7/6500  [UID  makers  mark]” 

■■ 

Colorless 

Complete 

Perfume?  Continuous  thread  closure;  Owens  scar;  “13 
[superimposed  I,  0  and  diamond  (Owens-Illinois  Glass 
Co.  mark)]  0.  .  .”  on  base 

■ 

Lip(s) 

Snap-lid  closure 

1 

Green 

Lip(s) 

Continuous  thread  closure 

1 

Opaque  White  / 
Milk  Glass 

Lip(s) 

Continuous  thread  closure 

1 

Machine-Made  Lip 

Colorless 

Lip(s) 

Continuous  thread  closure 

1 

Continuous  thread  closure;  same  size  as  the  possible 
perfume  bottle 

1 

Unid.  Blown-in-Mold 
Bottle  Glass 

Blue 

Shoulder(s) 

1 

Cobalt  Blue 

Body(s) 

Embossed  ridges 

1 

Possibly  a  Vicks  Vapor  Rub  bottle 

2 

Shoulder(s) 

Possibly  a  Vicks  Vapor  Rub  bottle 

1 

Probably  Vicks  Vapor  Rub  bottle  fragment 

1 

Colorless 

Body(s) 

Embossed  grapes;  wine? 

1 

Panel  bottle  fragment 

2 

Ribbed 

1 

Stippled  area 

1 

1 

Heel(s) 

Paneled;  catsup? 

1 

Shoulder(s) 

1 

Unidentified  Bottle 
Glass  (Kitchen) 

Amber 

Body(s) 

7 

Shoulder(s) 

4 

Blue 

Body(s) 

1 

Indeterminate 

Spall 

2 

1 

Cobalt  Blue 

Indeterminate 

1 

Colorless 

Body(s) 

3 

Shoulder(s) 

1 

Opaque  White  / 
Milk  Glass 

Body(s) 

1 

Colorless 

Indeterminate 

Spall 

1 

|  Grand  Total 

59 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc. 


49 


Chapter  III:  Results  of  the  Field  Investigation 


2  pieces  of  burned  clay  lumps,  and  1  piece  of 
unidentifiable  rubber  material  (Table  12).  Tempo¬ 
rally  diagnostic  cultural  material  recovered  from 
the  locus,  including  whiteware,  ironstone,  hard- 
paste  porcelain,  machine-made  bottle  glass,  Coke 
bottle  glass,  and  a  pull  tab,  suggested  that  Locus 
B  may  date  from  as  early  as  the  nineteenth  cen¬ 
tury,  but  that  it  probably  dates  from  the  twentieth 
century.  The  recovery  of  architectural  debris, 
such  as  brick  fragments,  asbestos  shingles,  and 
nails,  suggested  that  one  or  more  structures  may 
have  stood  within  the  Locus  B  area.  Since  the 
remainder  of  the  assemblage  consisted  largely  of 
metal  hardware,  machine/tool  parts,  and  soda 
bottles  (Table  14),  it  appeared  that  Locus  B  repre¬ 
sented  the  remains  of  a  bam  or  some  other  agri¬ 
cultural  work  station. 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  within  Locus 
B  of  Site  16TR19  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs 
(19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  one  (n=29)  or  two 
(n=7)  strata  in  profile  (Figure  49).  In  the  former, 
Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  gray 
(10YR  6/1)  clay  mottled  with  strong  brown 
(7.5YR  5/6)  clay  that  extended  from  0-50  cmbs 
(19.7  inbs);  this  deposit  coincided  within  the 
plowzone.  In  the  latter,  Stratum  I  consisted  of  a 
deposit  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  to 
clay  that  extended  from  0-20  cmbs  (0  -  7.9 
inbs);  this  layer  also  was  characterized  as  plow- 
zone.  This  deposit  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a 
layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  to 
clay  mottled  with  strong  brown  (7.5YR  5/6)  clay 
that  ranged  from  20  -  50  cmbs  (7.9  -  19.7  inbs). 
The  subsurface  cultural  material  recovered  from 
Locus  B  originated  from  Stratum  I  (n=73)  and 
from  Stratum  II  (n=61)  of  the  site  matrix. 

A  variety  of  data  pertaining  to  Site  16TR.19 
was  collected  as  a  result  of  the  current  investiga¬ 
tion.  In  addition  to  revisiting  the  previously 
documented  mound  and  nearby  domestic  habita¬ 
tion  site  (Locus  A),  a  second  historic  period  com¬ 
ponent  (Locus  B)  also  was  identified.  The  mound 
itself  was  in  excellent  condition.  It  was  charac¬ 
terized  as  pyramidal  in  configuration  and  it  meas¬ 
ured  20  to  25  m  (65.6  to  82.0  ft)  in  circumference 
by  6.1  to  7.6  m  (20  to  25  ft)  in  height.  Although 
only  one  temporally  diagnostic  prehistoric  period 
artifact,  a  Baytown  Plain  var.  unspecified  ceramic 
sherd,  was  recovered  from  the  site  area,  previous 
work  by  Mclntire  (1958),  Altschul  (1978),  and 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  suggests  that  the 


prehistoric  component  of  Site  16TR19  dates  from 
the  Coles  Creek  through  Mississippian  periods 
and  that  the  mound  probably  was  constructed 
during  the  Plaquemine  period.  Furthermore, 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  note  that  “features,  such  as 
pits  and  postmolds,  undoubtedly  exist  beneath  the 
plowzone”  (Weinstein  and  Kelley  1992:171). 
None  of  the  data  collected  as  a  result  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  investigation  refute  that  assessment.  These 
results  suggest  that  the  prehistoric  component  at 
Site  16TR19  is  eligible  for  nomination  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Register  of  Historic  Places  under  Criterion 
D  (36  CFR  60.4  [d]).  Avoidance  or  mitigation  of 
the  prehistoric  component  of  the  site  is  recom¬ 
mended. 

The  historic  period  component  of  Site 
16TR19  incorporated  two  discrete  loci.  Locus  A 
was  characterized  as  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth 
century  artifact  scatter  that  represented  the  re¬ 
mains  of  a  domestic  dwelling.  Locus  B,  posi¬ 
tioned  immediately  to  the  northeast  of  Locus  A, 
consisted  of  a  possibly  late  nineteenth  but  more 
likely  twentieth  century  artifact  scatter  that  de¬ 
limited  the  location  of  a  bam  or  other  agricultural 
work  station.  It  is  likely  that  Locus  A  and  Locus 
B  represent  discrete  components,  i.e.,  domestic 
and  agricultural,  of  the  same  farm  complex.  Al¬ 
though  all  of  the  cultural  material  recovered  from 
Locus  A  originated  from  the  surface  or  from 
plowzone  contexts,  artifacts  were  recovered  from 
below  the  plowzone  at  Locus  B.  In  addition,  the 
density  of  the  surface  material  at  both  loci  was 
high.  These  results  suggest  that  intact  cultural 
deposits  or  cultural  features  associated  with  the 
historic  period  component  at  Site  16TR19  may  be 
present  at  Loci  A  and  B.  These  results  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  historic  period  component  of  Site 
16TR19,  i.e.,  Loci  A  and  B,  may  possess  the 
qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Avoidance  or 
evaluatory  testing  of  the  historic  period  compo¬ 
nent  of  Site  16TR19  is  recommended. 

16TR26 

Site  16TR26,  a  prehistoric  period  shell  mid¬ 
den,  initially  was  recorded  by  Mclntire  in  1952 
and  it  subsequently  was  revisited  by  Altschul  in 
1978  (Brown  et  al.  2000);  Altschul  1978).  The  site 
was  identified  along  the  west  bank  of  Bayou  Sale 
approximately  0.8  km  (0.5  mi)  to  the  southeast  of 
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Table  14.  Ceramic,  Glass,  and  Metal  Artifacts  Recovered  from  Locus  B  of  Site  16TR19  by  Type, 
Subtype,  and  Portion.  


SUBTYPE 


VESSEL 

PORTION 


ADDITIONAL  DESCRIPTION 


TOTAL 


Ironstone 


Undecorated  White  Handlers’ 


Porcelain,  Hard  Paste  |  Undecorated 


White  ware 


Machine-Made  Base 


Plain 


Colorless 


Colorless 


Light  Green 


Machine-Made  Bottle  Amber 
Glass  Colorless 


Light  Green 


Machine-Made  Lip  Colorless 


Unid.  Blown-in-Mold  Amber 
Bottle  Glass 


Unidentified  Bottle 
Glass  (Kitchen) 


Unidentified  Fire- 
damaged  or  Melted 
Glass 


Unidentified  Glass 
(Kitchen) 


Colorless 


Dark  Green 


Construction  Hardware  Hinge(s) 
Pipe(s) 


Base(s) 


Base(s) 


Body(s) 


Complete 


Heel(s) 


Lip(s) 


Body(s) 


Lip(s) 


Body(s) 


Shoulder(s) 


Mend;  “[Dr.  Pe 


“NO  DEPOSIT/  NO  REFILL”  Coke  bottle;  “76” 
on  base  probably  indicates  manufactured  in  1976 


Lugged  thread  closure;  partially  melted 


Coke  bottle  fragment 


Coke  bottle  fragment;  .  .[RE]GIST[ERED].  . ./. 
.  .[PATE1NT  OfFFICEL  . .” 


Coke  bottle  glass 


Crown  finish 


Indeterminate 


Shoulder(s) 


Miscellaneous  Hard-  Agricultural  Ma- 

ware  chinery  Part(s) 

Barbed  Wire  frag- 
ment(s) 

Bolt(s 
Clamp(s) 

Hook(s)  (Generic) 

Strap(s) _ 

_ Wire  fragment(s) 


Miscellaneous  Kitchen  |  Pull  Tab(s) 


Fluted;  possibly  pressed  glass 


Possibly  “Forest  Green”  pattern  Depression  glass 
by  Anchor  Hocking  Glass  Company 


Fragment 


Box  staple 


Pin  for  tractor  attachments 


Iron 


Iron 


Iron 


Aluminum 


Modem  jumper  cable  clamp  with  plastic  covered 
handles 


Chain/cable  hook;  identical  to  modem  types 


Thin  metal 
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Table  14,  continued 


CLASS 

TYPE 

SUBTYPE 

VESSEL 

PORTION 

ADDITIONAL  DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 

Metal,  cont. 

Nail(s) 

Other 

Iron 

Grooved  plywood  nails 

2 

Wire,  Common 

Iron 

30d  size 

2 

5d  size 

1 

60d  size 

5 

70d  size 

2 

8 

Wire,  Roofing 

Iron 

2 

Wire,  unidentified 

Iron 

2 

Tools 

Plow  Part(s) 

Iron 

2 

Unidentified  Metal 

; 

Sheet  Metal 

Iron 

Possibly  a  can  fragment 

1 

Possibly  can  fragments 

23 

Roofing? 

2 

Unidentified  Iron 
Object(s) 

Iron 

Possibly  a  large  cotter  pin 

1 

Possibly  a  wire  nail 

1 

Possibly  a  wire  nail  or  barbed  wire  fragment 

1 

Possibly  machinery  fragment 

1 

Rust  spall  with  blue  paint  on  1  surface 

1 

3 

||  Grand  Total 

159 

Figure  57.  Selected  historic  period  glass  artifacts 
recovered  from  Locus  B  of  Site  16TR19: 
(a)  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shard 
with  diagonal  curved  ribs  (FS  #152);  (b) 
blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shard  (FS 
#134);  and  (c)  machine  made  Coke  bot¬ 
tle  base  embossed  with  [C  in  circle 
(Chattanooga  Glass  Co.  mark)]  59/6” 
(FS  #  146). 


Figure  58.  Selected  historic  period  glass  artifacts  re¬ 
covered  from  Locus  B  of  Site  16TR19:  (a) 
machine  made  Coke  bottle  glass  shard 
embossed  with  “  ,.[RE]GIST[ERED].../... 
JPATE]NT  0[FFICE]...”  (FS  #121);  (b) 
blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shard  with  a 
demarcated  fluted  area  (FS  #129);  (c)  ma¬ 
chine  made  bottle  glass  shard  with  an  ap¬ 
plied  color  decal  (FS  #131);  and  (d)  ma¬ 
chine  made  bottle  glass  lip  shard  with  a 
crown  finish  (FS  #137). 


R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates ,  Inc. 


52 


Chapter  III:  Results  of  the  Field  Investigation 


the  confluence  of  that  distributary  and  Four  Point 
Bayou  (Tables  1  and  3  and  Attachment  1).  The 
site  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee  and  it 
lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD.  Site 
16TR26  is  positioned  between  Bayou  Sale  to  the 
east  and  an  interdistributary  wetland  to  the  west. 

In  1952,  Mclntire  characterized  Site  16TR26 
as  a  small  prehistoric  period  shell  midden  with  an 
unidentified  cultural/temporal  affiliation  and  he 
noted  that  the  site  was  eroding  into  Bayou  Sale 
(Brown  et  al.  2000).  Later,  when  Altschul  (1978) 
visited  Site  16TR26  in  1978,  he  stated  that  the 
site  was  destroyed  or  submerged,  but  he  identi¬ 
fied  a  scatter  of  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  along 
the  west  bank  of  Bayou  Sale;  five  plain  body 
sherds  were  surface  collected  from  the  scatter.  No 
evidence  of  a  shell  midden,  however,  was  re¬ 
ported.  A  total  of  four  shovel  tests  were  exca¬ 
vated  within  the  limits  of  the  ceramic  scatter  and 
they  extended  to  depths  of  approximately  35 
cmbs  (13.8  inbs);  1  m  (3.3  ft)  deep  core  samples 
were  excavated  at  the  base  of  each  shovel  test. 
None  of  these  shovel  tests  or  core  samples  pro¬ 
duced  cultural  material  or  evidence  of  intact  cul¬ 
tural  deposits.  None-the-less,  since  Altschul 
(1978)  assumed  that  Site  16TR26  may  represent 
the  remains  of  a  submerged  cultural  resource,  he 
assessed  Site  16TR26  as  potentially  significant. 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
revisited  the  mapped  location  of  Site  16TR26  as 
part  of  the  current  investigation;  however,  no  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  site  was  identified  during  survey.  A 
total  of  24  shovel  tests  were  excavated  at  25  m 
(82.0  ft)  intervals  throughout  a  100  x  150  m 
(328.1  x  492.1  ft)  area  that  encompassed  the 
mapped  location  of  the  site.  None  of  these  shovel 
tests  produced  cultural  material  or  evidence  of 
intact  cultural  deposits.  In  addition,  no  cultural 
material  was  observed  across  the  surface  of  the 
mapped  vicinity  of  the  site.  These  results  suggest 
that  Site  16TR26  has  been  destroyed.  This  inter¬ 
pretation  is  consistent  with  the  findings  of  Mcln¬ 
tire,  who  reported  in  1952  that  the  site  was  erod¬ 
ing  into  Bayou  Sale,  and  Atlschul  (1978),  who 
reported  in  1978  that  the  site  either  was  sub¬ 
merged  or  destroyed.  No  additional  testing  at  the 
mapped  location  of  Site  1 6TR26  is  recommended 
since  this  site  apparently  has  been  destroyed. 


16TR33 

Site  16TR33  is  located  on  a  subsided  natural 
levee  approximately  250  m  (820  ft)  west  of 
Bayou  Pointe  au  Chien  and  2.8  km  (1.7  mi) 
northwest  of  the  intersection  of  that  bayou  and 
Cutoff  Canal  (Tables  1  and  3  and  Attachment  1). 
The  site  consists  of  a  small,  prehistoric  period 
truncated  earthwork.  The  area  surrounding  the 
site  has  been  transformed  into  freshwater  marsh 
by  subsidence  throughout  the  site  vicinity  (Brown 
et  al.  2000)  Currently,  Site  16TR33  lies  at  an  ap¬ 
proximate  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD,  and 
the  crest  of  the  mound  rises  approximately  2.0  m 
(6.56  ft)  above  the  surrounding  water. 

Originally  recorded  by  Mclntire  and  Kniffen 
in  1952  based  on  information  provided  by 
Randolph  Bazet,  the  mound  at  Site  16TR33  was 
characterized  at  that  time  as  slightly  elongated 
around  the  base  and  truncated  on  the  top  (Brown 
et  al.  2000)  the  mound  dimensions  were  recorded 
as  9.1  m  (30  ft)  in  length  by  6.1  m  (20  ft)  in  width 
by  2.1  m  (7  ft)  in  height.  In  addition  to  the 
mound,  a  brick  structure  also  was  reported  at  the 
site.  No  subsurface  testing  was  conducted  as  a 
result  of  the  1952  investigation. 

Altschul  (1978)  revisited  Site  16TR33  in 
1978.  As  part  of  that  investigation,  he  excavated  a 
series  of  shovel  tests  around  the  base  of  the 
mound  and  throughout  the  surrounding  area;  in 
addition,  two  units  were  excavated  into  the  side 
of  the  mound.  Cultural/faunal  material  was  re¬ 
covered  from  both  of  the  exploratory  units  exca¬ 
vated  within  the  mound.  This  material  consisted 
of  1  French  Fork  Incised  var.  Iberville  ceramic 
sherd  and  10  faunal  specimens;  the  faunal  mate¬ 
rial  was  identified  as  bobcat  ( Lynx  rufus ;  n=l), 
unidentifiable  mammal  (n=l),  brackish  water 
clam  ( Rangia  cuneata ;  n=7)  and  Virginia  oyster 
( Crassostrea  virginica;  n=l).  The  majority  of  the 
faunal  material  originated  from  a  buried  deposit 
of  dark  sandy  clay  loam  that  Altschul  (1978) 
identified  as  a  midden  deposit.  While  only  one 
prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherd  was  recovered, 
Altschul  suggested  that  Site  16TR33  probably 
dated  from  the  late  Plaquemine  period.  The  site 
was  assessed  as  significant,  and  preservation  of 
the  mound  was  recommended  (Altschul  1978). 
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Figure  59.  Plan  view  of  Site  16TR33. 


R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
revisited  Site  16TR33  as  part  of  the  current  cul¬ 
tural  resources  investigation  (Tables  1  and  3;  At¬ 
tachment  1;  and  Figures  59  and  60).  The  site  was 
visible  as  a  small  cluster  of  live  oak  trees  from 
Louisiana  Highway  665.  The  dimensions  of  the 
mound  were  recorded  as  24  m  (79  ft)  in  length, 
23  m  (75  ft)  in  width,  and  2.0  m  (6.56  ft)  in 
height.  A  small  depression  measuring  5  m  (16  ft) 
in  length  by  3  m  (10  ft)  in  width  by  0.75  m  (2.46 
ft)  in  depth  was  found  in  the  center  of  the  mound. 
While  no  evidence  of  the  brick  structure  previ¬ 
ously  reported  by  Mclntire  and  Kniffen  was 
identified,  the  depression  on  the  mound  may  have 
been  associated  with  that  structure.  Portions  of  a 
modem,  wooden  dock  also  were  observed  scat¬ 
tered  across  the  mound  structure. 

Fieldwork  at  Site  16TR33  consisted  of  pe¬ 
destrian  survey  augmented  by  systematic  shovel 
testing  and  probing  throughout  the  site  area.  A 


total  of  six  shovel  tests  were  excavated  within  the 
mound  during  survey  (Figure  59).  A  typical 
shovel  test  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs 
(19.7  inbs)  and  each  exhibited  only  a  single  stra¬ 
tum  (Stratum  I)  in  profile  (Figure  61).  This  stra¬ 
tum  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown 
(10YR  3/3)  sandy  clay  loam.  One  shovel  test, 
Shovel  Test  3  on  Transect  2,  however,  was  posi¬ 
tioned  at  the  base  of  the  mound  and  it  extended  to 
the  water  table  at  a  depth  of  32  cmbs  (12.6  inbs). 
None  of  the  shovel  tests  produced  cultural  or  fau¬ 
nal  material.  In  addition  to  the  shovel  testing, 
systematic  probing  was  conducted  at  5  m  (16.4  ft) 
intervals  around  the  base  of  the  mound.  No  evi¬ 
dence  of  buried  cultural  deposits  was  identified 
during  the  probing. 

With  the  exception  of  the  depression  men¬ 
tioned  above,  the  mound  structure  at  Site  16TR33 
is  in  good  condition.  Although  no  cultural  mate¬ 
rial  was  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current  in- 
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Figure  60.  An  overview  of  Site  16TR33  facing  west. 


vestigation,  previous  work  at  the  site  by  Altschul 
(1978)  suggested  that  an  intact  midden  deposit 
may  be  present  at  the  site.  The  failure  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  investigation  to  document  this  midden  may 
be  due  to  subsidence  in  the  site  vicinity.  Over  20 
years  have  elapsed  between  Altschul’s  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  site  (1978)  and  the  fieldwork  com¬ 
pleted  as  a  result  of  the  current  study.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  midden  deposit  may  be  deeply  buried 
at  the  site.  The  presence  of  an  intact  mound  and 
the  possibility  of  deeply  buried  cultural  deposits 
at  Site  16TR.33  affirm  Altschul’ s  (1978)  previous 
assessment  of  the  site  as  significant.  Avoidance 
of  Site  16TR33  is  recommended. 

16TR71 

Site  16TR71,  a  Plaquemine  period  artifact 
scatter  overlain  by  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  cen¬ 
tury  historic  period  artifact  scatter,  is  located  near 
the  confluence  of  Bayou  du  Large  and  Small 
Bayou  La  Pointe.  The  site  is  positioned  on  the 
west  bank  of  Bayou  du  Large  approximately  20 
m  (65.6  ft)  to  the  west  of  Louisiana  Highway  315 
(Tables  1  and  3  and  Attachment  1).  Site  16TR71 
occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee  and  it  lies  at 
an  elevation  of  less  than  1.5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD.  The 
site  area  has  been  impacted  severely  by  modem 
development.  A  bridge  extending  across  Bayou 
du  Large  is  situated  immediately  south  of  the  site, 
and  several  paved  thoroughfares,  including  Lou¬ 
isiana  Highway  315,  flank  the  site  to  the  south 
and  east.  Residential  development  has  occurred  in 
the  area  positioned  just  north  of  the  site.  Lastly, 
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Figure  61.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Site  16TR33. 


local  informants  have  reported  that  Bayou  du 
Large  has  been  dredged  repeatedly  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  site  (Brown  et  al.  1996). 

Site  16TR71  first  was  located  by  Randolph 
Bazet  in  1953  and  it  was  recorded  by  Mclntire 
(1958)  in  1958.  Mclntire  characterized  the  site  as 
a  Plaquemine  period  shell  midden  based  on  the 
analysis  of  the  temporally  diagnostic  cultural 
material  provided  by  Bazet  (Mclntire  1958). 
Altschul  (1978)  relocated  Site  16TR71  in  1978. 
He  described  the  site  as  a  scatter  of  oyster  shell 
and  prehistoric  and  historic/modem  period  cul¬ 
tural  material  that  extended  along  the  west  bank 
of  Bayou  du  Large.  A  local  resident,  Mr.  Norman 
Frederick,  informed  Altschul  that  a  second  bridge 
extending  across  Bayou  du  Large  once  was  lo¬ 
cated  at  Site  16TR71  but  it  since  had  been  de¬ 
stroyed.  Consequently,  Altschul  argued  that  the 
cultural  and  faunal  material  present  at  Site 
16TR71  represented  spoil  deposited  during  the 
construction  of  the  bridge.  Since  he  believed  that 
the  artifacts  present  at  the  site  did  not  represent  a 
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primary  deposit  of  cultural  material,  Altschul  as¬ 
sessed  Site  16TR71  as  not  significant  (Altschul 
1978). 

Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  attempted  to 
relocate  Site  16TR71  in  1991.  At  that  time,  Mr. 
Frederick  again  was  interviewed,  but  this  time  he 
stated  that  a  second  bridge  had  not  been  con¬ 
structed  across  Bayou  du  Large.  Consequently, 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  revised  Altschul’ s 
(1978)  interpretation  of  the  site.  Where  Altschul 
had  characterized  the  scatter  of  faunal  material 
and  artifacts  as  spoil  associated  with  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  bridge,  Weinstein  and  Kelley 
(1992)  suggested  that  the  site  may  represent  a 
primary  deposit  of  cultural  material.  Weinstein 
and  Kelley  (1992)  also  refined  Mclntire’s  (1958) 
analysis  of  the  prehistoric  period  cultural  material 
previously  recovered  from  the  site.  They  argued 
that  the  site  dated  principally  from  the  late 
Plaquemine  period,  however,  possible  Coles 
Creek  and  protohistoric  (possibly  Houmas)  com¬ 
ponents  may  exist  within  the  site.  Although  they 
attempted  to  relocate  the  site,  Weinstein  and 
Kelley  (1992)  observed  only  a  few  shells.  They 
argue  that  erosion  along  the  bank  of  Bayou  du 
Large  (a  loss  of  up  to  4.6  -  6.1  m  [15  -  20  ft]  of 
bankline  over  the  last  80  years  according  to  Mr. 
Frederick)  had  destroyed  the  site. 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
revisited  Site  16TR71  as  part  of  the  current  in¬ 
vestigation  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and 
Figures  62  and  63).  The  site,  now  positioned  at 
the  southern  end  of  a  recent  residential  develop¬ 
ment,  was  examined  for  evidence  of  intact  cul¬ 
tural  deposits.  In  addition  to  the  small  bridge 
house  constructed  in  the  southeast  comer  of  the 
site,  a  mobile  home  now  lies  within  the  recorded 
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limits  of  the  site.  Site  16TR71  is  bounded  to  the 
north  by  a  residential  dwelling,  to  the  south  by 
Terrebonne  Parish  Road  111,  to  the  east  by  Jane 
Lynne  Court  Road,  and  to  the  west  by  Bayou  du 
Large. 

Fieldwork  at  Site  16TR71  consisted  of  pe¬ 
destrian  survey  augmented  by  systematic  shovel 
testing.  A  total  of  16  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
to  define  the  horizontal  and  vertical  boundaries  of 
the  site  (Figure  62).  A  total  of  13  shovel  tests  ac¬ 
tually  fell  within  the  limits  of  the  site,  11  of 
which  produced  cultural  or  faunal  material.  This 
material  included  17  prehistoric  period  ceramic 
sherds  (Table  15),  1  prehistoric  period  lithic  arti¬ 
fact,  87  historic  period  artifacts  (Table  16),  and 
18  faunal  specimens  (Table  17).  No  cultural  ma¬ 
terial  was  observed  or  collected  from  the  surface 
of  the  site. 

The  prehistoric  cultural  material  recovered 
from  Site  16TR71  consisted  of  2  Baytown  Plain, 
var.  Cataoautche  sherds,  3  Baytown  Plain,  var. 
unspecified  sherds,  1  Buras  Incised  var.  unspeci¬ 
fied  sherd,  3  Fatherland  Incised,  var.  unspecified 
sherds,  1  Maddox  Engraved,  var.  Barataria 
sherd,  1  Plaquemine  Brushed,  var.  unspecified 
sherd,  6  unidentified  prehistoric  sherds,  and  1 
unmodified  chert  flake  (Table  15  and  Figure  64). 
Temporally  diagnostic  ceramic  artifacts  recov¬ 
ered  from  the  site,  including  Plaquemine  Brushed 
var.  unspecified,  Baytown,  Plain  var.  Catao¬ 
autche,  Buras  Incised  var.  unspecified.  Fatherland 
Incised,  var.  unspecified,  and  Maddox  Engraved, 
var.  Barataria,  suggested  that  the  prehistoric 
component  of  the  site  dated  to  the  Late 
Plaquemine/Mississippian  cultures.  The  lithic 
artifact  recovered  from  the  site  was  not  tempo¬ 
rally  diagnostic. 


Table  15.  Prehistoric  Ceramic  Artifacts  Recovered  from  Site  16TR71. 


PROVENIENCE 

TYPE 

VARIETY 

APLASTIC 

INCLUSIONS 

VESSEL 

PORTION 

PRESUMED  CULTURAL 
AFFILIATION 

TOTAL 

Stratum  I 

Plaquemine  Brushed 

unspecified 

Grog 

n  i 

||  I  Total  | 

i 

Stratum  II 

Baytown  Plain 

Cataoautche 

Grog 

2 

EB33SEE2SIH 

Grog 

3 

Buras  Incised 

Grog 

Body(s) 

1 

Fatherland  Incised 

unspecified 

Shell 

Body(s) 

1 

2 

Barataria 

Grog 

Body(s) 

1 

unidentified 

Grog 

In  deter. 

6 

II  Total 

16 

Grand  Total 

17 
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Table  16.  Historic  Period  Cultural  Material  Recovered  From  Site  16TR71. 


Table  17.  Faunal  Material  Recovered  from  Site  16TR71. 


PROVENIENCE 

CLASS 

FAMILY 

GENUS 

SPECIES 

COMMON  NAME 

ADDITIONAL 

DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 

Stratum  I 

Invertebrata 

Oyster 

Crassostrea 

virginica 

3 

Mammalia 

Cricetidae 

Ondatra 

zibethicus 

Muskrat 

Incisors 

Molar 

2 

1 

UID  Mammal 

Rodentia  femur  fragment 
Rodentia  spp.  calcaneous 
Shaft  fragments 

Vertebra? 

1 

1 

2 

1 

Vertebrata 

UID  Vertebrate 

2 

|  Stratum  I  Total  j 

13 

Stratum  II 

mississipiensis 

American  alligator 

3 

Vertebrata 

UID  Vertebrate 

2 

Stratum  II  Total 

5 

Grand  Total 

18 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc. 


51 


Chapter  III :  Results  of  the  Field  Investigation 


DATUM  (NEGATIVE  SHOVEL  TEST) 
N1000,  EIOOO 
POSITIVE  SHOVEL  TEST 
NEGATIVE  SHOVEL  TEST 
INDETERMINATE  SITE  BOUNDARY 
CONTOUR  LINE  AND  SLOPE 
INDICATOR  (C.l.-0.5m) 

STREAM 

TREE 

IMPROVED  ROAD 
DRIVEWAY 
FENCELINE 
STRUCTURE 


NO  ACCESS 


lil® 


/  s  +y 

/  y  //  cr 


//  i  * 


DILAPIDATED 
BOAT  HOUSE  \ 


PASTURE 


/  PASTURE 


Figure  62.  Plan  view  of  Site  16TR71. 
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Figure  63.  An  overview  of  Site  16TR71  facing  north¬ 
east. 


The  historic  period  artifacts  recovered  from 
Site  16TR71  consisted  of  13  ceramic  sherds  (1 
domestic  brown  stoneware  sherd,  1  hard  paste 
porcelain  sherd,  10  whiteware  sherds,  and  1  yel- 
lowware  sherd),  17  brick  fragments,  1  bone  but¬ 
ton,  30  glass  shards  (1  “Depression”  glass  shard, 
16  flat  glass  shards,  1  lamp  glass  shard,  2  ma¬ 
chine-made  bottle  glass  shards,  1  pressed  glass 
shard,  1  unidentified  blown-in-mold  glass  shard, 
and  8  unidentified  glass  shards),  23  metal  objects 
or  fragments  (1  barbed  wire  fragment,  1  bolt,  1 
buckle,  1  lid,  11  nails,  2  pieces  of  sheet  metal, 
and  6  unidentified  metal  fragments),  1  fired  clay 
lump,  and  2  pieces  of  plastic  (Table  16).  Tempo¬ 
rally  diagnostic  material  recovered  from  the  site 
included  hard  paste  porcelain,  whiteware,  yel- 
lowware,  machine-made  bottle  glass,  amethyst- 
colored  glass,  machine  cut  nails,  and  wire  nails; 
this  component  of  Site  16TR71  probably  dates 
from  the  nineteenth  to  the  twentieth  centuries 
(Figures  65  -  67).  The  recovery  of  architectural 
debris,  e.g.,  brick  fragments  and  nails,  as  well  as 
domestic  artifacts  such  as  refined  earthenwares 
and  bottle  glass  (Table  18)  suggest  that  a  dwell¬ 
ing  may  have  once  stood  at  the  site. 

The  faunal  material  recovered  from  Site 
16TR71  consisted  of  3  pieces  of  Virginia  oyster 
( Crassostrea  virginica ),  3  muskrat  ( Ondatra 
zibethicus)  bones,  5  unidentified  mammal  re¬ 
mains,  3  American  alligator  {Alligator  mississip- 
piensis )  bones,  and  4  specimens  characterized  as 
unidentified  vertebrata  (Table  17).  None  of  the 
faunal  material  had  been  modified.  The  most  in¬ 
teresting  aspect  of  the  faunal  subassemblage  was 
the  relative  absence  of  shell  (n=3),  particularly 
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Figure  64.  Selected  prehistoric  period  ceramic 
sherds  recovered  from  Site  16TR71:  (a) 
Plaquemine  Brushed,  var.  unspecified 
(FS  #177);  (b)  Baytown  Plain,  var. 
Cataoautche  ceramic  sherd  (FS  #176); 
and  (c)  three  Fatherland  Incised,  var. 
unspecified  ceramic  sherds  (FS  #  175  and 
FS  #176)  which  mend  to  form  a  single 
sherd. 
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Figure  65.  Selected  historic  period  artifacts  recovered 
from  Site  16TR71:  (a)  bone  button  frag¬ 
ment  (FS  #  186)  and  (b)  iron  buckle  (FS 
#181). 


since  the  site  originally  was  reported  to  be  the 
remains  of  a  shell  midden. 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  at  Site 
16TR71  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile  (Fig¬ 
ure  68).  Stratum  I  consisted  of  a  deposit  of  dark 
brown  (10YR  3/4)  silty  clay  that  extended  from 
the  surface  to  an  average  depth  of  29  cmbs  (1 1 .4 
inbs).  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of 
brown  (10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  loam;  this  layer  ex- 
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Figure  66. 


Selected  historic  period  ceramic  sherds 
recovered  from  Site  16TR71:  (a)  four 
plain  whiteware  sherds  (FS  #170)  which 
mend  to  form  a  single  sherd;  (b)  plain 
whiteware  sherd  (FS  #170);  and  (c) 
whiteware  sherd  with  decal  decoration 
(FS  #184). 


Figure  67.  A  single  machine  made  bottle  (FS  #  178) 
with  a  continuous  thread  lip  and  em¬ 
bossed  with  “Liquiprin”  on  front  and 
back  of  shoulder  as  well  as  with  “12”  in  a 
circle  on  base  recovered  from  Site 
16TR71. 


Table  18.  Ceramic  and  Glass  Artifacts  Recovered  from 
Portion. 


Site  16TR71  by  Type,  Subtype,  and  Vessel 


SUBTYPE 


VESSEL 

PORTION 


ADDITIONAL  DESCRIPTION 


TOTAL 


Domestic  Brown 
Stoneware 


Opaque  Glaze  w/Int. 
Brown  Glaze  on  Buff 


Porcelain,  Hard  Paste  |  Undecorated 


Decal  Decorated 


Plain 


Mocha  Decorated 


Peach 


Yellowware 


llll  I  lllll  III  HIM 


Flat  Glass  Shards 


Colorless 


Machine-Made  Bottle  Colorless 
Glass 


Colorless 


Pressed  Glass 


Unid.  Blown -in-Mold 
Bottle  Glass 


Unidentified  Bottle  Amber 
Glass  (Kitchen) 


Asphalt  residue  on  interior 


Base(s) 


Base(s) 


Body(s) 


Rim(s) 


Rim/  Body 


Complete 


Indeterminate 


Neck(s) 


1  rim  and  3  body  sherds  mend 


Blue  mocha  on  cream-colored  glaze 


Tumbler  fragment 


Chimney  fragment 


4  mend  and  5  mend 


Chimney  fragment 


Modem;  “DISPOSE  OF  PROPERLY]” 


Continuous  thread  lip;  “Liquiprin”  on  front  and 
back  of  shoulder;  “12”  in  a  circle  on  base;  tex¬ 
tured  shoulder  and  heel 


Indeterminate  pattern 


Body(s) 


Indeterminate 


Shoulder(s 


Indeterminate 


Body(s) 


Grand  Total 
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A  TYPICAL  SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILE 
AT  SITE  16TR71 
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STRATUM  II:  10YR  5/3  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY  LOAM. 


Figure  68.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Site 
16TR71. 


tended  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  a  maximum 
excavated  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  Cultural 
and  faunal  material  was  recovered  both  from 
Stratum  I  (n=95)  and  from  Stratum  II  (n=28)  of 
the  site  matrix.  While  a  small  number  of  prehis¬ 
toric  period  artifacts  were  collected  from  Stratum 
I  (n=2;  11  percent),  the  majority  of  the  material 
originated  from  Stratum  II  (n=16;  89  percent). 
Conversely,  a  majority  of  the  historic  period  arti¬ 
facts  originated  from  Stratum  I  of  the  site  matrix 
(n=80;  92  percent),  while  only  a  minority  of  the 
material  was  recovered  from  Stratum  II  (n=7;  8 
percent).  The  faunal  material  was  collected  pri¬ 
marily  from  Stratum  I  (n=13;  n=72  percent), 
however,  some  material  was  recovered  from 
Stratum  II  (n-5;  28  percent). 

The  current  investigation  demonstrated  that 
portions  of  Site  16TR71  still  are  present  along 
Bayou  du  Large;  Weinstein  and  Kelley’s  (1992) 
failure  to  document  the  site  in  1992  is  likely  due 
to  the  fact  that  the  site  lacks  a  discernible  surface 
expression  and  they  apparently  did  not  excavate 
shovel  tests  within  the  site  area.  A  number  of  the 
prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds  recovered  from 
Site  16TR71  date  to  the  Late  Plaquemine/ 


Mississippian  cultures;  no  evidence  of  an  earlier 
Coles  Creek  or  later  protohistoric  occupation  was 
identified  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation. 
Interestingly,  relatively  few  shells  (n=3)  were 
recovered  from  the  site  and  no  evidence  of  a  shell 
midden  was  identified.  It  is  likely  that  the  shell 
midden  has  eroded  completely  into  Bayou  du 
Large.  The  historic  period  component  of  the  site 
probably  represents  the  remains  of  a  no  longer 
standing  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  dwelling. 
No  intact  architectural  features,  however,  were 
identified  at  the  site. 

Although  portions  of  Site  16TR71  have  been 
disturbed  by  erosion  and  possibly  by  construc¬ 
tion,  the  vertical  distribution  of  the  recovered  arti¬ 
facts  suggested  that  intact  cultural  deposits  may 
still  be  present  within  the  site.  While  only  18  pre¬ 
historic  period  artifacts  were  recovered  from  Site 
16TR71,  the  vast  majority  of  this  material  (n=16; 
89  percent)  originated  from  Stratum  II  of  the  site 
matrix;  only  2  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  ceramic 
(11  percent)  were  recovered  from  Stratum  I.  On 
the  contrary,  most  of  the  historic  period  artifacts 
originated  from  Stratum  I  (n=80;  92  percent); 
only  7  historic  period  artifacts  were  recovered 
from  Stratum  II.  These  results  suggest  that,  de¬ 
spite  the  amount  of  disturbance  present  at  the  site, 
the  prehistoric  and  historic  period  components 
may  be  stratified.  Consequently,  Site  16TR71 
may  possess  research  potential.  This  site  may 
possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria 
for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Avoidance  or 
additional  testing  of  Site  16TR71  is  recom¬ 
mended. 

Newly  Recorded  Standing  Structures 

A  total  of  two  newly  recorded  standing 
structures  older  than  50  years  in  age  were  docu¬ 
mented  in  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisiana  (55- 
1113  and  55-1112).  Each  of  these  structures  is 
described  below. 

Standing  Structure  55-1113 

Standing  Structure  55-1113  is  located  along 
the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terrebonne  approximately 
700  m  (2,296.6  ft)  upstream  from  the  confluence 
of  that  bayou  and  Lapeyrouse  Canal  (Table  3; 
Attachment  1;  and  Figure  69).  The  building  is 
situated  between  Louisiana  Highway  55  and  a 
wetland.  Standing  Structure  55-1113  lies  on  a 
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Figure  69.  Plan  view  of  Standing  Structure  55-1 1 13. 
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Figure  70.  An  overview  of  the  front  (western)  eleva¬ 
tion  of  Standing  Structure  55-1113.  Note 
the  horizontally  oriented  wooden  planks, 
the  front  porch,  the  square  wooden 
posts,  the  wooden  steps,  the  paneled 
front  door,  the  two  side  windows,  and 
the  supporting  piers. 


distributary  natural  levee  and  at  an  elevation  of 

1.5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD.  R.  Christopher  Goodwin 
and  Associates,  Inc.,  documented  this  building 
while  en  route  to  previously  recorded  Standing 
Structure  55-1011. 

Standing  Structure  55-1113  consists  of  a 
symmetrical,  wood  frame,  National  style,  side- 
gabled  dwelling  (Figures  70  -  73)  (McAlester 
and  McAlester  1998).  Since  the  interior  of  the 
structure  could  not  be  accessed,  the  floor  plan  is 
not  known;  however,  it  appears  to  be  associated 
with  the  massed  plan,  side-gabled  family. 
Standing  Structure  55-1113  is  slightly  rectangu¬ 
lar  in  plan,  one  story  in  height,  and  it  measures 

8.5  x  9.5  m  (27.9  x  31.2  ft)  in  size.  The  configu¬ 
ration  of  the  roof  is  unique  in  that  the  front 
(western)  half  is  side -gabled  (Figure  70),  while 
the  rear  (eastern)  half  contains  a  cross  gable 
(Figures  72  and  74).  The  structure  contains 
slightly  overhanging  eaves  on  all  four  sides  with 
rafters  exposed  along  the  front  (western)  eleva¬ 
tion  of  the  dwelling  (Figures  71  and  73).  The 
roof  consists  of  corrugated  metal.  A  brick  chim¬ 
ney  is  positioned  along  the  northern  gable  wall 
of  the  dwelling  (Figures  71  and  75).  A  well  or 
cistern  is  located  along  the  south  elevation  of  the 
structure. 

Standing  Structure  55-1 1 13  is  supported  by 
masonry  (brick  and  cinder  block)  piers  (Figure 


Figure  71.  An  overview  of  the  side  (northern)  eleva¬ 
tion  of  Standing  Structure  55-1113.  Note 
the  horizontally  oriented  wooden  planks, 
the  four  windows,  the  gable  wall  brick 
chimney,  and  the  supporting  piers.  Also 
note  the  slightly  overhanging  eave  along 
the  front  (western)  elevation. 


76);  the  cinder  block  piers  likely  represent  re¬ 
placements.  The  structure  is  wood  frame,  with  a 
braced  frame  construction  (Figure  77).  Standing 
Structure  55-1113  is  clad  in  both  cut  and  hand- 
planed  wooden  planks;  the  planks  are  horizon¬ 
tally  oriented  along  the  front  (western)  elevation 
of  the  dwelling  as  well  as  along  the  northern  and 
southern  sides;  the  planks  are  vertically  oriented 
along  the  wall  of  the  rear  (eastern)  elevation  of 
the  dwelling,  but  they  are  horizontally  oriented 
along  the  rear  gable  (Figures  70  -  73).  The  verti¬ 
cal  planks  are  lapped  (Figure  77),  while  the 
horizontal  planks  are  flush.  The  exterior  of 
Standing  Structure  55-1113  is  painted  yellow  on 
the  front  (western)  side,  but  the  sides  and  rear  of 
the  dwelling  have  not  been  painted. 

The  front  porch  of  Standing  Structure  55- 
1113  spans  the  entire  fa9ade  of  the  eastern  side 
of  the  dwelling  and  it  is  contained  beneath  the 
principal  roof  (Figure  70).  The  front  porch  con¬ 
tains  four  squared  wooden  columns  and  two 
wooden  steps  with  a  railing  (Figure  78).  The 
porch  floor  is  comprised  of  flush,  cut  planks 
painted  gray.  Other  than  the  fact  that  the  front 
(eastern)  facade  of  the  dwelling  is  painted  yel¬ 
low,  there  is  no  ornamentation  associated  with 
the  front  porch.  The  back  porch  consists  of  a 
simple,  extended  deck  comprised  of  flush  boards 
and  it  lacks  a  roof  (Figure  72). 
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Figure  72. 


An  overview  of  the  rear  (eastern)  elevation  of 
Standing  Structure  55-1113.  Note  the  cross 
gable,  the  horizontally  oriented  planks  along 
the  exterior  wall,  the  vertically  oriented 
planks  along  the  gable,  the  back  door,  the 
back  porch,  and  the  supporting  piers. 


Figure  73. 


An  overview  of  the  side  (southern)  elevation 
of  Standing  Structure  55-1113.  Note  the  hori¬ 
zontally  oriented  planks,  the  four  windows, 
and  the  supporting  piers.  Also  note  the 
slightly  overhanging  eave  along  the  front 
(western)  elevation. 


mu  ssaw 


Nfr  -f&Sl 


Figure  75.  A  detail  of  the  gable  wall  brick 
chimney  along  the  northern  elevation 
of  Standing  Structure  55-1113. 


Figure  76.  A  detail  of  the  masonry  (brick  and  cinder 
block)  piers  at  Standing  Structure  55-1113. 


Figure  74.  A  detail  of  the  cross  gable  along  the  rear  (east¬ 
ern)  elevation  of  Standing  Structure  55-1113. 
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Figure  77.  A  detail  of  the  northern  elevation  of  Standing 
Structure  55-1113  depicting  the  wood  frame, 
braced  frame  construction.  The  braced  frame 
can  be  seen  in  the  section  where  the  wooden 
planks  have  been  removed.  Also  note  that  the 
horizontally  oriented  wooden  planks  are 
lapped. 


Figure  78.  A  detail  of  the  squared  wooden  columns, 
the  wooden  steps,  and  the  railing  on  the 
front  porch  at  Standing  Structure  55-1 1 13. 


The  front  door  at  Standing  Structure  55- 
1113  is  wooden  and  paneled  and  it  contains 
three  windows;  a  ghost  seam  running  around  the 
boundaries  of  the  front  door  suggests  that  at  one 
time  the  front  entryway  was  much  larger,  but  it 
since  has  been  replaced  with  a  smaller  opening 
(Figure  79).  The  back  door  of  Standing  Structure 
55-1113  is  paneled  with  no  windows  (Figure 
80).  The  front  (eastern)  side  of  the  dwelling 
contains  two  windows,  one  to  either  side  of  the 
front  door;  both  windows  are  double  hung  (3/2) 
(Figures  70  and  81).  The  southern  and  northern 
sides  of  Standing  Structure  55-1113  contain  four 
windows  each;  two  are  positioned  on  the  main 
floor  and  two  are  incorporated  into  the  gable 
(Figures  71,  73,  82,  and  83).  Each  of  these  win¬ 
dows  is  double  hung  (3/2  on  the  main  floor  and 
2/2  on  the  gable).  There  are  no  windows  on  the 
rear  (eastern)  side  of  the  dwelling. 

The  actual  date  of  construction  for  Standing 
Structure  55-1 1 13  is  unknown,  but  the  estimated 
date  is  early  to  mid-nineteenth  century.  The  Na¬ 
tional  style  generally  dates  from  post  ca.  1850  to 
1890,  but  it  also  continues  into  the  twentieth 
century.  The  simple,  symmetrical  floor  plan  of 
Standing  Structure  55-1113,  a  four-cornered 
dwelling  that  is  probably  two  rooms  wide  by 
two  rooms  deep,  however,  is  characteristic  of 
buildings  constructed  prior  to  ca.  1850 
(McAlester  and  McAlester  1998). 

In  summary,  Standing  Structure  55-1113 
consists  of  a  mid-nineteenth  century,  National 
style,  massed  plan,  side-gabled  dwelling.  It  is  a 
distinguishable  entity  that  appears  to  be  charac¬ 
teristic  both  of  the  National  style  and  of  the 
nineteenth  century.  In  addition,  it  contains  at 
least  one  unique  architectural  attribute  in  the 
roof  configuration;  the  roof  combines  elements 
of  both  side-gabled  and  cross-gabled  forms. 
Standing  Structure  55-1 1 13  is  situated  in  a  rural 
area  that  appears  to  retain  integrity  of  setting. 
Lastly,  the  building  is  occupied  and  well  main¬ 
tained.  These  results  suggest  that  Standing 
Structure  55-1113  may  possess  research  poten¬ 
tial  as  an  exemplar  of  a  mid-nineteenth  century 
National  style  dwelling.  This  structure  may  pos¬ 
sess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  under 
Criterion  C  (36  CFR  60.4  [c]).  Avoidance  or 
additional  recordation  of  Standing  Structure  55- 
1 1 13  is  recommended. 
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Figure  79.  A  detail  of  the  paneled  front  door 
at  Standing  Structure  55-1113. 
Note  the  ghost  seam  running  along 
the  boundary  of  the  door.  Also 
note  the  flush  wooden  planks  that 
comprise  the  porch  floor. 


Figure  81.  A  detail  of  a  window  along  the 


front  (western)  elevation  of 
Standing  Structure  55-1113.  Note 
the  paned  (3/2)  glass. 


Figure  80.  A  detail  of  the  paneled  back  door 


at  Standing  Structure  55-1113 
Note  the  vertically  oriented 
wooden  blanks  along  the  wall  of 
the  rear  (eastern)  elevation. 


Figure  82.  A  detail  of  a  window  along  the 


wall  of  the  northern  elevation  of 
Standing  Structure  55-1113.  Note 
the  paned  (3/2)  glass. 
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Figure  83.  A  detail  of  two  windows  along  the  gable 
wall  of  the  southern  elevation  of  Standing 
Structure  55-1113.  Note  the  paned  (2/2) 
glass. 


Standing  Structure  55-1112 

Standing  Structure  55-1112  is  located  on 
the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terrebonne  approxi¬ 
mately  0.9  km  (0.6  mi)  upstream  from  the  con¬ 
fluence  of  that  bayou  and  the  Lapeyrouse  Canal 
(Table  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Figure  84).  The 
building  is  bounded  to  the  west  by  Bayou  Terre¬ 
bonne  and  to  the  east  by  an  interdistributary 
wetland.  It  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee 
and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1 .5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD. 
R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
documented  Standing  Structure  55-1112  while 
en  route  to  previously  recorded  Standing  Struc¬ 
ture  55-1011. 

Standing  Structure  55-1112  was  character¬ 
ized  as  a  heavily  deteriorated,  symmetrical, 
wood  frame,  National  style,  front-gabled  shot¬ 
gun  that  also  contains  elements  reminiscent  of 
the  Craftsman  style  (Figures  85,  86,  and  87) 
(McAlester  and  McAlester  1998).  Access  to  the 


Figure  84.  Plan  view  of  Standing  Structure  55-1112. 
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Figure  85.  An  overview  of  the  front  (western)  eleva¬ 
tion  of  Standing  Structure  55-1112.  Note 
the  extended  front  porch  with  the  par¬ 
tially  dropped  front-gable  roof.  This  con¬ 
figuration  is  reminiscent  of  the  Craftsman 
architectural  style. 


Figure  86.  An  overview  of  the  northern  elevation  of 


Standing  Structure  55-1112.  Note  the 
front  porch,  the  horizontally  oriented 
wooden  plank  cladding,  the  interior  slope 
chimney,  and  the  back  door. 


Figure  87.  An  overview  of  the  rear  (eastern)  elevation 
of  Standing  Structure  55-1112.  Note  the 
horizontally  oriented  wooden  plank  clad¬ 
ding,  the  interior  slope  chimney,  and  the 
back  door. 


interior  of  this  building  was  not  available. 
Standing  Structure  55-1112  is  rectangular  in 
plan  and  one  story  in  height  and  it  measures  ap¬ 
proximately  10  x  17.5  m  (32.8.x  57.4  ft)  in  size. 
The  front-gabled  roof  is  comprised  of  corrugated 
metal.  Standing  Structure  55-1112  contains  an 
interior  brick  chimney  positioned  on  the  slope  of 
the  gable  (Figure  88).  A  subterranean  cistern  is 
located  adjacent  to  the  eastern  side  of  the 
dwelling  (Figure  89),  and  a  shed  is  positioned  to 
the  rear  of  the  building. 

The  foundation  material  at  Standing  Struc¬ 
ture  55-1112  consists  of  masonry  (concrete) 
piers  (Figure  90).  The  building  is  wood  frame, 
with  a  balloon  or  platform  frame  construction 
(Figure  91).  Standing  Structure  55-1112  is  clad 
in  horizontally  oriented,  lapped  wooden  planks 
and  commercial  plywood  (Figures  85,  86,  and 
87).  Although  a  majority  of  the  paint  is  wom  off 
of  the  building,  paint  chips  on  the  exterior  of  the 
dwelling  suggest  that  it  originally  was  painted 
gray  and  white. 

The  front  porch  at  Standing  Structure  55- 
1112  is  partial  width  and  it  is  confined  to  the 
northern  two-thirds  of  the  eastern  fafade  of  the 
dwelling  (Figures  84,  85,  and  92).  The  porch  is 
extended  with  a  partially  dropped,  front-gable 
roof  (Figure  85).  The  juxtaposition  of  the  par¬ 
tially  dropped,  front-gabled  porch  roof  on  the 
front-gabled  main  roof  is  characteristic  of  the 
Craftsman  architectural  style,  a  tradition  that 
dates  from  ca.  1905  -  1930  (McAlester  and 
McAlester  1998).  The  front  porch  is  enclosed  in 
commercial  plywood  (Figure  92)  and  it  contains 
four  squared  wooden  columns.  The  porch  is  ac¬ 
cessed  by  two  wooden  steps  (Figure  93),  and  the 
porch  floor  is  comprised  of  flush,  cut  planks. 
Standing  Structure  55-1112  does  not  contain  a 
back  porch. 

Although  the  front  entryway  at  Standing 
Structure  55-1112  contains  a  screen  door,  the 
main  door  has  been  removed  (Figure  94).  Simi¬ 
larly,  the  rear  door  at  the  building  also  is  missing 
(Figure  95).  Standing  Structure  55-1112  con¬ 
tains  seven  windows;  one  window  is  positioned 
on  the  eastern  side  of  the  dwelling,  and  two 
windows  each  are  situated  on  the  northern, 
southern,  and  western  sides.  The  windows  are 
double  hung  with  6/6  panes  (Figure  96). 

While  the  actual  date  of  construction  for 
Standing  Structure  55-1112  is  not  known,  the 
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Figure  88.  A  detail  of  the  interior  slope  brick  chimney 


at  Standing  Structure  55-1112. 


Figure  89.  A  detail  of  the  entrance  to  the  subterranean 
cistern  at  Standing  Structure  55-1112. 


Figure  91.  A  detail  of  the  structural  system  at 
Standing  Structure  55-1112. 


Figure  90.  A  detail  of  the  masonry  (concrete)  piers 
identified  at  Standing  Structure  55-1112. 


Figure  92.  A  detail  of  the  front  porch  at  Stand¬ 
ing  Structure  55-1112.  Note  the  ply¬ 
wood  cladding. 
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Figure  96.  A  detail  of  a  window  at  Standing 
Structure  55-1 11 2. 
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Figure  97.  Plan  view  of  Standing  Structure  55-101 1 . 


estimated  date  is  the  first  quarter  of  the  twentieth 
century.  This  data  is  consistent  with  National 
style  shotguns  as  well  as  with  the  date  range  for 
Craftsman  type  dwellings  (ca.  1905  -  1930) 
(McAlester  and  McAlester  1998). 

In  summary,  Standing  Structure  55-1112 
consists  of  an  early  twentieth  century,  wood 
frame,  National  style,  front-gabled  shotgun  with 
a  porch  roof  similar  to  Craftsman  style  configu¬ 
rations.  The  building  currently  is  unoccupied 
and  it  is  in  a  poor,  dilapidated  condition.  Better 
examples  of  this  type  of  building  stock  are  pre¬ 
served  throughout  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisiana. 
Standing  Structure  55-1112  represents  a  typical 
example  of  a  locally  and  regionally  common 
house  type.  It  possesses  no  known  historical  as¬ 
sociations  of  any  import  and  it  is  not  locally  sig¬ 
nificant.  On  the  basis  of  its  externally  visible 
architecture.  Standing  Structure  55-1112  does 
not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places 


criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No 
additional  architectural  recordation  of  this 
building  is  recommended. 

Previously  Recorded  Standing  Structures 

A  total  of  three  previously  recorded  stand¬ 
ing  structures  older  than  50  years  in  age  (55- 
1011,  55-1012,  and  55-1013)  were  identified  as 
a  result  of  this  investigation  (Table  3).  Each  of 
these  structures  is  described  below. 

Standing  Structure  55-1011 

Standing  Structure  55-1011  is  positioned 
along  the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terrebonne  ap¬ 
proximately  1.6  km  (1.0  mi)  south  of  the  com¬ 
munity  of  Pointe  Barr  (Table  3;  Attachment  1; 
and  Figure  97).  The  structure  is  sandwiched 
between  Louisiana  Highway  55  to  the  west  and 
an  adjoining  wetland  to  the  east.  Standing 
Structure  55-1011  lies  on  a  distributary  natural 
levee  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.5  m  (5  ft) 
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NGVD.  While  this  structure  originally  was  re¬ 
corded  by  Paul  Leslie  in  1981  (Leslie  1981a), 
the  location  of  the  building  incorrectly  was 
plotted  in  the  standing  structure  files  maintained 
by  the  Louisiana  Division  of  Historic  Preserva¬ 
tion.  Standing  Structure  55-1011  actually  is  po¬ 
sitioned  approximately  1.3  km  (0.8  mi)  upstream 
from  its  mapped  location.  Consequently,  an  up¬ 
dated  standing  structure  form  depicting  the  cor¬ 
rect  location  of  the  building  was  completed  and 
submitted  to  the  Division  of  Historic  Preserva¬ 
tion  (Appendix  HI). 

Leslie  identified  Standing  Structure  55- 
1011  as  the  Guidry  House  and  he  described  it  as 
an  Acadian  salt  box  that  dates  from  ca.  1 830.  He 
noted  that  the  building  had  a  tin  gable,  a  re¬ 
moved  fireplace,  double  front  French  doors, 
double  hung  (6/6)  windows,  a  screened  in  front 
porch,  aluminum  siding,  a  cistern,  a  rear  porch, 
and  a  rear  garage.  Leslie  did  not  assess  the  sig¬ 
nificance  of  the  dwelling  applying  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation 
(36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates, 
Inc.,  revisited  Standing  Structure  55-1011  as  a 
part  of  the  current  investigation  and  additional 
information  pertaining  to  the  building  was  re¬ 
corded.  The  structure  consists  of  a  symmetrical, 
wood  frame.  National  style,  side-gabled 
(Acadian  salt  box)  dwelling  with  a  rear  addition 
(McAlester  and  McAlester  1998)  (Figures  98, 
99,  and  100).  While  access  to  the  interior  of 
Standing  Structure  55-1011  was  not  available, 
the  floor  plan  is  believed  to  be  associated  with 
the  massed  plan,  side-gabled  family.  Standing 
Structure  55-1011  is  rectangular  in  plan  and  one 
and  one-half  stories  in  height.  The  main  part  of 
the  structure  measures  approximately  12  x  12  m 
(39.4  x  62.3  ft),  while  the  rear  addition  measures 
7  x  12  m  (23.0  ft).  The  roof  is  comprised  of  cor¬ 
rugated  metal.  The  roof  covering  the  rear  addi¬ 
tion  is  dropped.  While  no  evidence  of  a  chimney 
was  identified,  the  owner  of  the  structure,  Mr. 
Delman  Guidry,  reported  that  a  brick  chimney 
once  was  positioned  along  the  southern  eleva¬ 
tion  of  the  dwelling,  but  it  was  removed  at  an 
unspecified  date  (Guidry  2000,  personal  com¬ 
munication).  Lastly,  a  cistern  (Figure  101)  was 
recorded  along  the  south  elevation  of  the  struc¬ 
ture  and  a  garage  (Figure  102)  was  observed  to 
the  rear  of  the  building. 


Figure  98.  An  overview  of  the  front  (western)  eleva¬ 


tion  of  Standing  Structure  55-1011.  Note 
the  horizontally  oriented  wood  siding,  the 
front  porch,  the  squared  wooden  porch 
supports,  the  porch  banister,  the  double 
French  doors,  and  the  corrugated  metal 
roof. 


Figure  99.  An  overview  of  the  southern  elevation  of 


Standing  Structure  55-1011.  Note  the 
horizontally  oriented  aluminum  siding, 
the  back  porch,  and  the  cistern. 


Figure  100.  An  overview  of  the  eastern  elevation  of 


Standing  Structure  55-1011.  Note  the 
back  porch,  the  cistern,  and  the  corru¬ 
gated  metal  roof. 
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Figure  101.  A  detail  of  the  cistern  identified  at 
Standing  Structure  55-1011. 


Figure  102.  A  detail  of  the  garage  identified  at  Stand¬ 


ing  Structure  55-1011. 


Standing  Structure  55-101 1  is  supported  by 
masonry  (concrete)  piers  (Figure  103);  these 
modem  looking  piers  undoubtedly  represent  re¬ 
placements.  The  building  is  wood  frame,  al¬ 
though  the  specific  method  of  construction  could 
not  be  identified.  Standing  Structure  55-1011  is 
clad  in  horizontally  oriented  wood  siding 
(painted  white)  along  its  western  side  (Figure 
98),  and  in  replacement  aluminum  siding  (also 
white)  on  the  remaining  sides  (Figure  99).  Both 
the  wood  and  aluminum  siding  are  lapped. 


The  front  porch  at  Standing  Structure  55- 
1011  extends  across  the  entire  facade  of  the 
western  side  of  the  dwelling  and  it  is  contained 
beneath  the  principal  roof  (Figure  104).  The 
front  porch  contains  four  squared  wooden  col¬ 
umns  with  a  banister.  The  porch  floor  is  com¬ 
prised  of  flush,  cut  planks  painted  gray.  The 
front  porch  is  accessed  by  a  series  of  four  con¬ 
crete  replacement  steps  (Figure  105).  The  back 
porch  at  Standing  Structure  55-101 1  is  located  in 
the  southeast  comer  of  the  dwelling  (Figure 
106);  it  extends  across  the  southern  half  of  the 
rear  fa9ade  and  it  is  contained  beneath  the  roof 
of  the  addition.  The  back  porch  is  supported  by  a 
single  squared  wooden  post  and  it  is  accessed  by 
a  series  of  three  concrete  steps. 

The  front  fafade  at  Standing  Structure  55- 
1011  contains  double  French  doors  (Figure  107). 
Each  of  these  doors  is  paneled  and  each  contains 
two  windows.  Standing  Structure  55-1011  also 
contains  a  paneled  back  door  located  in  the  back 
porch.  The  western  side  of  the  dwelling  contains 
two  windows  that  flank  the  double  French  doors; 
both  windows  are  double  hung  (6/6).  The  south¬ 
ern  side  of  Standing  Structure  55-1011  contains 
three  windows,  the  northern  side  has  four  win¬ 
dows,  and  the  eastern  side  contains  one  window. 
Each  of  these  windows  also  is  double  hung  (6/6) 
(Figure  108). 

The  actual  date  of  construction  for  Standing 
Structure  55-1011  is  unknown,  but  the  estimated 
date  is  mid-nineteenth  century.  Mr.  Guidry  re¬ 
ported  that  his  grandfather  purchased  the  house 
in  1859  and  he  believed  that  it  was  constructed 
ca.  1849  (Guidry  2000,  personal  communica¬ 
tion).  While  the  National  style  generally  dates 
from  post  ca.  1850  to  1890,  the  simple,  symmet¬ 
rical  floor  plan  of  Standing  Structure  55-101 1  is 
characteristic  of  buildings  constructed  prior  to 
ca.  1850  (McAlester  and  McAlester  1998). 

In  summary,  Standing  Structure  55-1011 
consists  of  a  mid-nineteenth  century,  National 
style,  massed  plan,  side-gabled  (Acadian  salt 
box)  dwelling.  Although  it  is  a  well  maintained 
building,  the  original  fabric  of  the  dwelling  has 
been  compromised  by  the  addition  of  a  rear 
wing,  the  replacement  of  the  original  steps  and 
structural  supports,  the  addition  of  aluminum 
siding,  and  the  removal  of  the  original  chimney. 
These  results  suggest  that  Standing  Structure  55- 
1011  no  longer  possess  integrity  of  materials. 
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Figure  103.  A  detail  of  the  masonry  (concrete)  piers 


identified  at  Standing  Structure  55- 

1011. 


Figure  104.  A  detail  of  the  front  porch  at  Standing 
Structure  55-1011. 
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Figure  106.  A  detail  of  the  back  porch  at  Standing  Structure  55-1011. 


Figure  107.  A  detail  of  a  French  door  at  Standing  Figure  108.  A  detail  of  a  window  at  Standing  Structure 
Structure  55-1011.  55-1011. 
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Figure  109.  Plan  view  of  Standing  Structure  55-1012. 


design,  or  workmanship.  This  structure  does  not  front  door,  [a]  screened  in  front  porch,  concrete 

possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  piers,  [and]  aluminum  awnings”.  He  stated  that 

by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  crite-  the  building  was  occupied  and  in  excellent  con- 

ria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  addi-  dition.  The  significance  of  Standing  Structure 

tional  recordation  of  Standing  Structure  55-101 1  55-1012,  however,  was  not  assessed, 

is  recommended.  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  and  Associates, 

Inc.,  revisited  Standing  Structure  55-1012  as 
Standing  Structure  55-1012  part  of  the  current  investigation  to  collect  addi- 

Standing  Structure  55-1012  is  located  along  tional  data  to  assess  the  significance  of  the 

the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terrebonne  east  of  Lou-  dwelling.  Since  the  structure  is  overgrown  heav- 

isiana  Highway  55.  It  is  situated  approximately  ily  with  vegetation,  only  limited  data  could  be 

100  m  (328  ft)  to  the  northeast  of  the  confluence  recorded.  The  structure  consists  of  a  symmetri- 

of  Bayou  Terrebonne  and  Lapeyrouse  Canal  cal,  wood  frame,  National  style,  side-gabled 

(Table  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Figure  109).  The  (Acadian)  dwelling  with  an  attached,  open  car- 

structure  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee  port  (Figures  110  and  111)  (McAlester  and 

and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD.  McAlester  1998).  It  is  one  and  one-half  stories 

Standing  Structure  55-1012  originally  was  re-  in  height,  rectangular  in  plan,  and  it  measures 

corded  by  Paul  Leslie  in  1981  (Leslie  1981b).  approximately  10  x  15  m  (32.8  x  49.2  ft)  in  size. 

He  characterized  the  building  as  a  one  and  one-  The  carport,  which  may  represent  an  addition  to 

half  story  Acadian  Creole  T  that  dated  from  ca.  the  main  structure,  is  positioned  along  the  south- 

1910.  Leslie  noted  that  the  dwelling  contained  em  elevation  of  the  dwelling  and  it  measures 

“an  asbestos  slate  exterior  in  side  [sic]  of  the  roughly  6  x  7  m  (19.7  x  23.0  ft)  in  size  (Figure 

house,  concrete  reinforcement  pillars,  aluminum  1 12).  The  interior  of  Standing  Structure  55-1012 

replacement  windows,  [a]  side  garage,  [a]  single  could  not  be  examined;  however,  it  appears  from 
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Figure  110.  A  partially  obscured  overview  of  the  front 


(western)  elevation  of  Standing  Structure 
55-1012.  Note  the  inset  front  porch  under 
the  principal  roof,  the  awning  along  the 
front  porch,  the  corrugated  metal  roof, 
and  the  vegetation  that  has  grown  around 
the  structure. 


Figure  111.  An  overview  of  the  southern  elevation  of 


Standing  Structure  55-1012.  Note  the 
two  windows  visible  in  the  southern  ga¬ 
ble  wall.  The  roof  of  the  carport  is  visi¬ 
ble  behind  the  vegetation  in  the  right- 
center  portion  of  the  photograph.  Also 
note  the  rear  cross  gable. 


Figure  112.  An  overview  of  the  carport  at  Standing 
Structure  55-1012  facing  east. 


the  exterior  that  the  building  contains  a  massed 
floor  plan,  probably  two  rooms  deep.  Like 
Standing  Structure  55-1011,  the  roof  of  Standing 
Structure  55-1012  is  side-gabled  along  the  front 
(western)  elevation  (Figure  110),  but  it  also  in¬ 
cludes  a  cross  gable  along  the  rear  (eastern)  ele¬ 
vation  (Figure  111).  The  corrugated  metal  roof 
contains  only  slightly  overhanging  eaves  along 
the  front  (western)  elevation  (Figure  110  and 
111).  There  are  no  decorative  treatments  present 
on  the  roof.  The  absence  of  a  chimney  suggests 
that  Standing  Structure  55-1012  probably  was 
heated  with  one  or  more  stoves  or  furnaces. 

Standing  Structure  55-1012  is  supported  by 
masonry  (cinder  block  and  concrete)  piers  and  it 
contains  decorative  masonry  walls  along  its  pe¬ 
rimeter  (Figure  113).  The  masonry  walls  are 
comprised  of  a  variation  on  the  typical  English 
bond;  rather  than  alternating  rows  of  stretchers 
and  headers,  the  headers  were  removed,  leaving 
a  gap  between  the  stretchers.  The  brick  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  decorative  masonry  walls  is  ma¬ 
chine-made  and  appears  to  be  a  relatively  mod¬ 
em  addition  to  the  dwelling.  Standing  Structure 
55-1012  probably  is  wood  frame,  but  the  spe¬ 
cific  method  of  construction  is  not  known.  The 
dwelling  is  clad  in  wood  or  asbestos  slate  shin¬ 
gles.  The  exterior  of  the  structure  is  painted 
grayish-blue. 

Standing  Structure  55-1012  contains  an 
inset  front  porch  that  extends  along  the  entire 
eastern  fagade  of  the  dwelling  and  it  is  contained 
beneath  the  principal  roof  (Figures  110  and 
111).  The  front  porch  contains  four  squared 
wooden  columns,  painted  white,  and  an  attached 
wood  frame  designed  to  support  screening  and  a 
screen  door  (Figure  114).  The  porch  floor  is 
comprised  of  flush  wooden  planks.  A  series  of 
five  masonry  (brick)  steps  lead  to  the  front  porch 
(Figure  115);  like  the  decorative  masonry  walls 
described  above,  the  brick  associated  with  the 
front  steps  is  machine-made  and  it  appears  to  be 
a  modem  replacement  (Figure  116).  Other  than  a 
full-fagade  metal  awning  (Figure  110),  also 
probably  an  addition,  there  is  no  ornamentation 
on  the  front  porch.  Standing  Structure  55-1012 
contains  a  side  entryway  along  the  southern  ele¬ 
vation  of  the  dwelling  that  leads  into  the  carport; 
it  too  contains  a  series  of  five  masonry  steps 
comprised  of  modem  looking  brick.  Standing 
Structure  55-1012  lacks  a  back  porch. 
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Figure  113.  A  detail  of  a  section  of  the  decorative  ma¬ 


sonry  wall  at  Standing  Structure  55-1012. 
Note  the  variation  on  the  English  bond;  the 
headers  are  missing  from  the  wall. 


Figure  114.  A  detail  of  the  front  porch  at  Standing 
Structure  55-1012  facing  north.  Note 
the  porch  columns  and  the  attached 
wood  frame  designed  to  support 
screening. 


Figure  115.  A  detail  of  the  masonry  (brick)  steps  that 


lead  to  the  front  porch  at  Standing  Struc¬ 
ture  55-1012. 


Figure  116.  A  detail  of  the  brick  in  the  masonry  stairs 


that  lead  to  the  front  porch  at  Standing 
Structure  55-1012.  Note  the  near  perfect 
symmetry  of  the  brick.  These  bricks  are 
machine-made  and  they  appear  to  represent 
relatively  modern  replacements. 
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Figure  117.  A  detail  of  the  front  door  at  Standing 
Structure  55-1012. 


Figure  118.  A  detail  of  a  window  along  the  front 
(western)  elevation  of  Standing  Structure 
55-1012.  Note  the  paned  glass  (2/2). 


The  front  door  of  Standing  Structure  55- 
1012  consists  of  a  flush  wooden  door  with  three 
inset,  diagonally  oriented,  rectangular  transoms 
(Figure  117).  The  side  door  associated  with  the 
entryway  in  the  car  port  also  consists  of  a  flush 
wooden  door.  Two  windows,  positioned  on  ei¬ 
ther  side  of  the  front  door,  are  located  along  the 
eastern  side  of  the  dwelling  (Figure  118).  The 
northern  elevation  of  Standing  Structure  55- 
1012  incorporates  five  windows;  three  windows 
are  located  along  the  northern  wall,  while  two 
windows  are  situated  in  the  gable  wall.  The 
southern  elevation  contains  six  windows;  four 
are  positioned  on  the  southern  wall  and  two  are 
incorporated  into  the  gable  wall  (Figure  119). 
The  rear  (eastern)  elevation  of  Standing  Struc¬ 
ture  55-1012  includes  only  two  windows;  both 
are  situated  along  the  eastern  wall.  All  of  the 
windows  associated  with  Standing  Structure  55- 
1012  are  double  hung  (2/2).  At  least  one  window 


contains  a  decorative  awning  (Figure  120).  None 
of  the  windows  contain  shutters. 

While  the  actual  date  of  construction  for 
Standing  Structure  55-1012  is  not  known,  it  is 
believed  to  date  from  the  early  twentieth  cen¬ 
tury.  The  symmetry  of  the  structure,  the  apparent 
floor  plan,  the  exterior  cladding,  and  the  decora¬ 
tive  features  all  are  consistent  with  an  early 
twentieth  century  date.  Although  the  carport 
probably  represents  an  addition  to  the  main 
structure,  the  side  door  appears  to  be  original 
and  it  may  have  been  designed  to  access  a 
driveway.  This  would  not  be  inconsistent  with 
an  early  twentieth  century  date.  Paul  Leslie,  who 
originally  recorded  Standing  Structure  55-1012 
in  1981,  suggested  that  the  dwelling  dated  from 
ca.  1910. 

In  summation,  Standing  Structure  55-1012 
consists  of  an  early  twentieth  century,  wood 
frame,  National  style,  side-gabled  dwelling.  The 
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Figure  119.  A  detail  of  two  windows  along  the  gable 
wall  of  the  southern  elevation  of  Standing 
Structure  55-1012. 


Figure  120.  A  detail  of  a  window  along  the  wall  of  the 
southern  elevation  of  Standing  Structure 
55-1012.  Note  the  decorative  awning. 


structure  currently  is  abandoned  and  it  is  in  fair 
to  poor  condition.  Although  Standing  Structure 
55-1012  is  situated  in  a  rural  area  that  retains 
integrity  of  setting,  it  is  a  relatively  common 
expression  of  an  early  twentieth  century,  Na¬ 
tional  style  dwelling.  In  addition,  the  structure 
has  been  altered  physically  since  it  originally 
was  constructed.  The  carport  appears  to  repre¬ 
sent  an  addition  to  the  main  dwelling,  as  do  the 
decorative  masonry  walls,  both  sets  of  masonry 
stairs,  the  decorative  awnings,  and  the  wood 
frame  on  the  porch  designed  to  support  screen¬ 
ing.  Standing  Structure  55-1012  is  a  typical  ex¬ 
ample  of  a  locally  common  house  type  and  it 
possesses  no  known  historical  associations  of 
any  import.  On  the  basis  of  its  externally  visible 
architecture.  Standing  Structure  55-1012  does 
not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places 
criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No 
additional  architectural  recordation  of  this  build¬ 
ing  is  recommended. 

Standing  Structure  55-1013 

Standing  Structure  55-1013  is  positioned 
adjacent  to  Standing  Structure  55-1012.  It  is 
situated  along  the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terre¬ 
bonne  approximately  50  m  (164  ft)  northeast  of 
the  intersection  of  that  bayou  and  Lapeyrouse 
Canal  (Table  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Figure  121). 
The  structure  is  positioned  immediately  east  of 
Louisiana  Highway  55.  Standing  Structure  55- 
1013  originally  was  recorded  by  Paul  Leslie  in 
1981  (Leslie  1981c).  He  characterized  the 
dwelling  as  a  linear  tin  gable  balloon  structure 
with  “center  match  boards  under  the  front  porch; 
[a]  tin  exterior;  6  porch  posts,  [a]  small  eyebrow; 
concrete  piers;  board  and  batten  shutters;  tran¬ 
soms;  three  front  doors;  [and  a]  window  in  the 
front  end  gable”.  Leslie  stated  that  Standing 
Structure  55-1013  was  built  ca.  1892  by  the 
“Layperouse  [sic]”  family.  The  architectural 
significance  of  the  dwelling  was  not  assessed. 

Standing  Structure  55-1013  was  revisited 
by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation  and  addi¬ 
tional  information  pertaining  to  the  architectural 
style  of  the  building  was  collected.  The  structure 
consists  of  a  symmetrical,  wood  frame,  National 
style,  front-gabled  shotgun  with  wings  on  either 
side  of  the  building  (Figures  122  -  125);  the 
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Figure  121.  Plan  view  of  Standing  Structure  55-1013. 


Figure  122.  An  overview  of  the  front  (western)  elevation 
of  Standing  Structure  55-1013.  Note  the 
front-gable,  the  side  wings,  the  window  in 
the  gable  wall,  the  horizontally  oriented 
plank  cladding,  the  front  porch,  and  the 
awning  covering  the  front  porch. 


Figure  123.  A  second  view  of  the  front  (western)  eleva¬ 
tion  of  Standing  Structure  55-1013.  Note 
the  front  gable,  the  corrugated  metal  roof, 
the  vertically  oriented  plank  cladding,  the 
window  in  the  gable  wall,  the  front  porch, 
and  the  awning  covering  the  front  porch. 
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Figure  124.  An  overview  of  the  southern  elevation  of 


Standing  Structure  55-1013.  Note  the  cor¬ 
rugated  metal  roof  and  the  corrugated 
metal  cladding  along  the  wing. 


Figure  125.  An  overview  of  the  northern  elevation  of 
Standing  Structure  55-1013.  Note  the  cor¬ 
rugated  metal  roof  and  corrugated  metal 
cladding  along  the  wing. 


Figure  126.  A  detail  of  the  front  porch  at  Standing 
Structure  55-1013.  Note  the  squared 
wooden  columns,  the  front  door,  the  side 
windows,  and  the  corrugated  metal  awn¬ 
ing. 


structure  may  have  been  utilized  as  a  residence, 
a  store,  or  both.  The  shotgun  measures  16  m 
(52.5  ft)  in  length  by  6  m  (19.7  ft)  in  width  and 
it  is  oriented  perpendicular  to  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  55  (Figure  121).  The  wing  along  the  north¬ 
ern  side  of  the  building  measures  9  m  (29.5  ft)  in 
length  by  3  m  (9.8  ft)  in  width,  while  the  wing 
along  the  southern  side  measures  11m  (36.1  ft) 
in  length  by  3  m  (9.8  ft)  in  width.  The  roof  of 
the  shotgun  is  front-gabled  (Figures  122  and 
123);  the  roof  on  both  of  the  wings  is  extended 
from  the  main  roof  similar  to  an  extended  porch 
roof.  The  roof  on  both  the  shotgun  and  the  wings 
is  comprised  of  corrugated  metal  (Figures  122  - 
125).  There  is  no  ornamentation  on  the  roof.  In 
addition,  the  building  lacks  a  chimney. 

Although  dense  vegetation  prevented  the 
observation  of  the  foundation  system,  the  struc¬ 
ture  certainly  is  supported  by  masonry,  probably 
brick,  concrete,  and/or  cinder  block,  piers. 
Standing  Structure  55-1012  undoubtedly  is 
wood  frame,  but  the  specific  method  of  con¬ 
struction  is  not  known.  The  shotgun  is  clad  in 
cut  wooden  planks;  the  planks  are  horizontally 
oriented  along  the  front  (western)  and  rear  (east¬ 
ern)  elevations  of  the  structure  (Figures  122  and 
123)  and  vertically  oriented  along  both  sides. 
Both  the  horizontally  and  vertically  oriented 
planks  are  flush  and  they  may  contain  either 
shiplap  or  tongue  and  groove  joints.  The  planks 
are  painted  gray.  The  wings  associated  with  the 
shotgun  are  clad  in  corrugated  metal  (Figures 
124  and  125). 

The  front  porch  of  Standing  Structure  55- 
1013  extends  across  the  entire  fagade  of  the 
eastern  elevation  of  the  shotgun  (Figures  126 
and  127).  The  porch  is  inset  into  the  shotgun  and 
it  is  contained  beneath  the  principal  roof;  a  cor¬ 
rugated  metal  awning  also  covers  a  portion  of 
the  porch.  The  porch  contains  four  squared 
wooden  columns  with  two  wooden  steps  but  no 
railing  (Figure  128).  Other  than  the  awning, 
there  is  no  ornamentation  associated  with  the 
front  porch.  The  porch  floor  is  comprised  of 
flush,  cut  planks  painted  gray.  There  is  no  back 
porch  associated  with  the  shotgun. 

The  front  door  of  Standing  Structure  55- 
1013  consists  of  a  double,  board  and  batten  door 
with  a  simple  wooden  casing  and  two  light  tran¬ 
soms  (Figure  129).  There  is  no  back  door  to  the 
structure  and  no  exterior  entryways  to  the  wings. 
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Figure  127.  A  second  detail  of  the  front  porch  at 
Standing  Structure  55-1013  facing 
northeast.  Note  the  squared  wooden  col¬ 
umns,  the  porch  floor  (flush,  cut  planks), 
the  porch  ceiling,  and  the  corrugated 
metal  awning. 


Figure  128.  A  detail  of  the  wooden  steps  leading  to  the 
front  porch  at  Standing  Structure  55-1013. 


Access  to  the  wings  undoubtedly  is  through  the 
interior  of  the  shotgun.  There  are  three  windows 
along  the  front  (eastern)  elevation  of  the  shot¬ 
gun;  two  of  these  windows  are  positioned  one  to 
either  side  of  the  front  door  on  the  main  wall 
(Figures  126  and  130),  while  the  third  is  located 
on  the  gable  (Figures  122,  123,  and  131).  The 
former  is  covered  by  board  and  batten  shutters. 
An  interesting  feature  is  situated  adjacent  to  the 
southernmost  of  these  windows;  this  feature 
consists  of  a  metal  bracket  (Figure  132).  The 
window  on  the  gable  wall  is  double  hung  with 
6/6  panes.  Most  of  the  glass  is  missing  from  this 
window.  Additional  windows  are  located  along 
the  front  (eastern)  elevations  of  both  wings, 
along  the  northern  elevation  of  the  northern 
wing,  and  along  the  northern  elevation  of  the 
shotgun  (Figure  121).  There  are  no  windows 
along  the  rear  (eastern)  elevation  of  the  shotgun. 

Standing  Structure  55-1013  probably  was 
constructed  during  the  late  nineteenth  or  early 
twentieth  century.  As  mentioned  previously  in 
this  chapter,  the  National  style  generally  dates 
from  post  ca.  1850  to  1890.  McAlester  and 
McAlester  (1998:90)  note  that  shotguns  “domi¬ 
nated  many  modest  southern  neighborhoods 
built  from  about  1880  to  1930”.  Paul  Leslie, 
who  first  recorded  Standing  Structure  55-1013 
in  1981,  suggested  that  the  building  dates  from 
ca.  1892. 

In  summary,  Standing  Structure  55-1013 
represents  a  late  nineteenth  to  early  twentieth 
century,  National  style,  shotgun.  The  structure 
may  have  served  as  a  dwelling,  a  commercial 
establishment,  or  as  both.  Although  it  currently 
is  unoccupied,  Standing  Structure  55-1013  is  in 
fair  to  moderate  condition.  It  is  a  distinguishable 
entity  that  appears  to  be  characteristic  of  both 
the  National  style  and  the  shotgun  form.  Stand¬ 
ing  Structure  55-1013  is  located  in  a  rural  area 
and  it  appears  to  retain  integrity  of  setting.  Al¬ 
though  wings  have  been  added  to  the  structure, 
these  do  not  appear  to  have  altered  significantly 
the  core  fabric  of  the  shotgun.  These  results  sug¬ 
gest  that  Standing  Structure  55-1013  may  pos¬ 
sess  research  potential  as  an  exemplar  of  a  late- 
nineteenth  to  early  twentieth  century,  National 
style  shotgun  possibly  utilized  as  a  store.  This 
structure  may  possess  the  qualities  of  signifi- 
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Figure  129.  A  detail  of  the  front  door  at 
Standing  Structure  55-1013. 
Note  the  double,  board  and  bat¬ 
ten  door,  the  simple  wooden 
casing,  and  the  two  light  tran¬ 
soms. 


Figure  130.  A  detail  of  the  board  and  batten 


shutter  at  one  of  the  windows  ad¬ 
jacent  to  the  front  door  at 
Standing  Structure  55-1013. 
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Figure  131.  A  detail  of  the  window  on  the 
gable  wall  along  the  front  (west¬ 
ern)  elevation  at  Standing  Struc¬ 
ture  55-1013.  Note  the  simple 
casing  and  the  double  hung  6/6 
panes.  Most  of  the  glass  is  missing 
from  the  window. 


Figure  132.  A  detail  of  a  metal  mount  along 
the  western  elevation  of  Stand¬ 
ing  Structure  55-1013. 
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cance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Site  16LF73  (6-01) 

Historic  Places  under  Criterion  C  (36  CFR  60.4  Site  16LF73,  a  historic/modem  artifact 

[c]).  Avoidance  or  additional  recordation  of  scatter  that  probably  represents  a  dump,  was 

Standing  Structure  55-1013  is  recommended.  identified  during  the  Phase  I  cultural  resources 

survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  Area  6 
Lafourche  Parish  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Figures  133 

During  survey  in  Lafourche  Parish,  two  and  134).  The  site  is  located  approximately  40  m 

archeological  sites  (16LF72  and  16LF73)  were  (131.2  ft)  to  the  west  of  Grand  Bayou  Canal  and 

identified  and  one  previously  recorded  archeo-  200  m  (656.2  ft)  to  the  south  of  the  confluence 

logical  site  (16LF108)  was  revisited.  Each  of  of  that  canal  with  Bayous  Blue  and  Manuel.  The 

these  sites  is  discussed  below.  site  lies  on  natural  levee  deposits  and  at  an  ele¬ 

vation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD.  Site  16LF72 
Newly  Recorded  Archeological  Sites  measures  25  m  (82.0  ft)  in  length  along  its  major 

Only  two  newly  recorded  archeological  north/south  axis  by  10  m  (32.8  ft)  in  width  along 

sites  (16LF72  and  16LF73)  were  identified  dur-  its  minor  east/west  axis.  The  site  area  currently 

ing  survey  in  Lafourche  Parish,  Louisiana.  Sites  is  used  as  a  hay  field.  It  is  bounded  to  the  east  by 

16LF73  and  16LF72  are  discussed  below.  Grand  Bayou  Canal,  to  the  south  by  a  wooded 
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Figure  1 33.  Plan  view  of  Site  1 6LF73. 
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marsh,  and  to  the  north  and  west  by  additional 
hay  fields.  During  survey,  20  historic  period  arti¬ 
facts  were  recovered  from  subsurface  contexts  at 
the  site. 

A  total  of  six  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
within  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  16LF73  during 
the  initial  cultural  resources  survey;  seven  addi¬ 
tional  shovel  tests  were  excavated  throughout 
the  site  as  part  of  the  subsequent  site  delineation 
process  (Figure  133).  Only  two  shovel  tests  pro¬ 
duced  cultural  material  (Tables  19  and  20).  This 
material  consisted  of  12  buff  bodied  earthenware 
sherds  that  cross-mended  to  form  a  hand-painted 
octagonal  plate  (Figure  135),  1  whiteware  sherd, 
2  machine-made  glass  shards,  2  unidentified 
blown-in-mold  glass  shards,  1  unidentified 
molded  technique  glass  shard,  and  2  opaque 
white/milk  glass  shards.  No  cultural  material 
was  observed  or  collected  from  the  surface  of 


the  site.  Temporally  diagnostic  cultural  material 
recovered  from  Site  16LF73,  including 
whiteware  and  machine-made  bottle  glass,  sug¬ 
gests  that  the  site  dates  from  the  twentieth  cen¬ 
tury. 


Figure  134.  An  overview  of  Site  16LF73  facing  north. 


Table  19.  Historic  Period  Artifacts  Recovered  from  Site  16LF73. 


PROVENIENCE 

CLASS 

TYPE 

SUBTYPE 

GENERAL  DATE  RANGE 

TOTAL 

Stratum  I 

Ceramic 

Buff  Bodied  Earthenware 

Opaque  Glaze 

12 

Whiteware 

Plain 

ca.  1820-1900+ 

1 

Glass 

Machine-Made  Base 

Colorless 

rnmsmmrnmm 

1 

Machine-Made  Lip 

Colorless 

post  ca.  1898  (Manu.);  post 

1916  (U.P.) 

1 

Unid.  Blown-in-Mold  Bottle  Glass 

Colorless 

2 

Unid.  Molded  Technique 

Colorless 

1 

Opaque  White  /  Milk  Glass 

2 

Stratum  I  Total 

20 

Grand  Total 

20 

Table  20.  Ceramic  and  Glass  Artifacts  Recovered  from  Site  16LF73  by  Type,  Subtype,  and  Vessel 
Portion. 


CLASS 

TYPE 

SUBTYPE 

VESSEL 

PORTION 

ADDITIONAL  DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 

Ceramic 

Buff  Bodied  Earthenware 

Opaque  Glaze 

Body(s) 

Mends;  octagonal  plate;  hand-painted 

12 

Whiteware 

Plain 

Base(s) 

(blank) 

1 

Glass 

Machine-Made  Base 

Colorless 

Base(s) 

Rectangular  bottle  with  beaded  design  on 
body 

1 

Machine-Made  Lip 

Colorless 

Lip(s) 

Ketchup  bottle 

1 

Unid.  Blown-in-Mold 
Bottle  Glass 

Colorless 

Body(s) 

(blank) 

1 

Neck(s) 

(blank) 

1 

Unid.  Molded  Technique 

Colorless 

Body(s) 

Etched  glass;  possibly  a  grape  pattern; 
possible  tumbler 

1 

Unidentified  Bottle  Glass 
(Kitchen) 

Opaque  White  /  Milk  Glass 

Indeterminate 

Mends;  with  blue  swirls 

2 

|  Grand  Total 

20 
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Figure  135.  Twelve  historic  period,  buff  bodied,  hand 
painted  earthenware  sherds  (FS  #74)  re¬ 
covered  from  Site  16LF73  which  mend  to 
form  a  partial,  octagonal  shaped  plate. 


A  TYPICAL  SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILE 
AT  SITE  16LF73 

o-i - i 


20—j 


40- 
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STRATUM  10YR  3/3  DARK  BROWN  LOAMY  SILT. 

STRATUM  II:  10YR  4/2  DARK  GRAYISH  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY. 


Figure  136.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Site 
16LF73. 


A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  at  Site 
16LF73  extended  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile  (Fig¬ 
ure  136).  Stratum  I  was  described  as  a  layer  of 
dark  brown  (10YR  3/3)  loamy  silt  that  extended 
from  0-15  cmbs  (0-5.9  inbs).  It  was  underlain 
by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  dark  grayish  brown 


(10YR  4/2)  silty  clay  that  reached  from  the  base 
of  Stratum  I  to  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  All  of  the 
cultural  material  recovered  from  Site  16LF73 
originated  from  Stratum  I  of  the  site  matrix. 

Data  recovered  from  Site  16LF73  suggests 
that  the  site  probably  represent  the  remains  of  a 
twentieth  century  dump.  A  total  of  20  artifacts 
were  recovered  from  a  relatively  small  (10  x  25 
m  [32.8  x  82.0  ft])  area.  In  fact,  19  of  the  arti¬ 
facts  recovered  from  Site  16LF73  originated 
from  the  datum  shovel  test.  Additionally,  all  of 
the  cultural  material  originated  from  Stratum  I  of 
the  site  matrix  and  at  depths  ranging  from  only  0 
-  10  cmbs  (0  -  3.9  inbs).  No  evidence  of  intact 
cultural  deposits  was  identified  at  the  site.  These 
results  demonstrate  that  Site  16LF73,  a  probable 
small,  isolated  dump,  lacks  research  potential. 
This  site  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  sig¬ 
nificance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR 
60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Site  16LF73 
is  recommended. 

Site  16LF72  (6-02) 

Site  16LF72,  a  multi-component  prehistoric 
and  historic  period  site,  also  was  identified  dur¬ 
ing  pedestrian  survey  and  shovel  testing  of  Area 
6  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Figures 
137  and  138).  The  site  is  located  in  the  southeast 
comer  of  the  intersection  of  Grand  Bayou  Canal 
and  Bayous  Blue  and  Manuel.  It  occupies  a  dis¬ 
tributary  natural  levee  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation 
of  1.2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD.  Site  16LF72  is  ovoid  in 
configuration  and  it  measures  140  m  (459.3  ft) 
in  length  along  its  major  north/south  axis  by  95 
m  (311.7  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor  east/west 
axis.  While  a  majority  of  the  site  occupies  a  hay 
field,  the  remainder  consists  of  a  yard  associated 
with  an  elevated  mobile  home  that  is  positioned 
just  outside  of  the  northwest  comer  of  the  site.  A 
modem  pier  and  associated  pilings  are  present 
along  the  northern  border  of  the  site.  In  addition, 
dredge  spoil  has  been  deposited  throughout  the 
site  area;  in  fact,  a  recent  dredge  spoil  pile  is 
positioned  in  the  southeast  comer  of  the  site. 
During  survey,  8  prehistoric  period  ceramic 
sherds,  67  historic  period  artifacts,  and  121  fau¬ 
nal  specimens  were  recovered  from  Site  16LF72 
(Tables  21  -  24);  this  material  originated  from 
both  surface  (n=16)  and  subsurface  (n=l 80) 
contexts. 
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Figure  137.  Plan  view  of  Site  16LF72. 
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Figure  138.  An  overview  of  Site  16LF72  facing 


north. 


A  total  of  50  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
within  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  16LF72  to  de¬ 
fine  the  horizontal  and  vertical  dimensions  of  the 
site  (Figure  137).  A  total;  for  42  shovel  tests  fell 
within  the  site  boundary,  20  of  these  which  pro¬ 
duced  cultural  and/or  faunal  material.  This  mate¬ 
rial  consisted  of  3  prehistoric  period  ceramic 
sherds  (Figure  139),  63  historic  period  artifacts 
(Figures  140  and  141),  and  145  faunal  speci¬ 
mens.  In  addition  to  these  artifacts  and  ecofacts, 
5  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds,  4  historic 
period  artifacts,  and  7  pieces  of  faunal  material 
were  collected  from  the  surface  of  the  site. 

The  prehistoric  subassemblage  recovered 
from  Site  16LF72  contained  1  French  Fork  In¬ 
cised,  var.  unspecified  body  sherd,  1  unidenti¬ 
fied  body  sherd,  1  unidentified  rim  sherd,  2 
Baytown  Plain,  var.  Cataouatche  body  sherds,  1 
Baytown  Plain,  var.  Cataouatche  indeterminate 
sherd,  and  2  Baytown  Plain,  var.  unspecified 
body  sherds  (Table  21  and  Figure  139);  the 
Baytown  Plain  sherds  date  from  the  Late  Mis¬ 
sissippi  period  (ca.  A.D.  1410  -  1700).  The 
historic  period  cultural  material  recovered  from 
the  site  consisted  of  2  ironstone  body  sherds,  2 
whiteware  body  sherds,  12  brick  fragments,  2 
machine-made  bottle  glass  shards,  1  unidenti¬ 
fied  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shard,  8  uni¬ 
dentified  bottle  glass  shards,  33  barbed  wire 
fragments,  2  wire  fragments,  1  unidentified  nail, 
2  wire  nails,  and  2  pieces  of  unidentified  metal 
(Tables  22  and  23);  temporally  diagnostic  his¬ 
toric  period  artifacts  recovered  from  the  site, 
including  ironstone,  whiteware,  and  machine- 


made  bottle  glass  (Figures  140  and  141),  sug¬ 
gest  that  the  historic  period  component  of  Site 
16LF72  dated  from  the  nineteenth  and  twentieth 
centuries.  The  faunal  material  recovered  from 
the  site  consisted  of  70  whole  or  fragmentary 
brackish  water  clam  shells  (Rangia  cuneata ),  24 
Virginia  oyster  shells  ( Crassostrea  virginica ), 
the  distal  end  of  a  femur  from  a  domesticated 
dog  {Cards  familiaris ),  a  rib  and  mandible 
fragment  identified  as  Nutria  {Myocastor  coy- 
pus),  3  unidentified  mammal  bones,  18  pieces 
of  mandible  and  1  vertebra  fragment  from 
American  alligator  {Alligator  mississippiensis), 
1  carapace  from  a  Cooter  {Pseudemys  spp.),  and 
1  vertebra  from  an  unidentified  vertebrate  (Ta¬ 
ble  24);  the  vertebra  fragment  identified  as 
American  alligator  {Alligator  mississippiensis) 
exhibited  a  cut  mark. 

A  typical  shovel  test  excavated  at  Site 
16LF72  (n=35;  70  percent)  extended  to  a  depth 
of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two 
strata  in  profile  (Figure  142).  Stratum  I  was 
characterized  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR 
3/3)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  surface  to 
an  average  approximate  depth  of  20  cmbs  (7.9 
inbs).  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of 
grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  that 
ranged  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  a  maxi¬ 
mum  excavated  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs). 
Other  shovel  tests  exhibited  one  (n=9)  or  three 
(n=6)  strata  in  profile.  Cultural  and/or  faunal 
material  was  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=103; 
57  percent),  Stratum  II  (n=62;  34  percent),  and 
Stratum  III  (n=15;  8  percent)  of  the  site  matrix. 

The  prehistoric  component  of  Site  16LF72 
was  characterized  as  a  low  density  artifact 
scatter  that  dated  primarily  from  the  Late  Mis¬ 
sissippi  period.  Only  8  prehistoric  ceramic 
sherds  were  recovered  from  the  site.  A  majority 
of  this  material  (n=5)  originated  from  the  sur¬ 
face  and  from  a  recently  deposited  dredge  spoil 
pile  located  in  the  southeast  comer  of  the  site; 
the  remainder  (n=3)  were  recovered  from 
shovel  tests  and  at  depths  ranging  from  8-20 
cmbs  (3.1  -  7.9  inbs).  This  subsurface  material 
also  may  have  been  deposited  as  dredge  spoil. 
Since  Site  16LF72  is  located  directly  across 
Grand  Bayou  Canal  from  previously  recorded 
Site  16LF66,  a  Plaquemine  period  midden  and 
burial  site,  it  is  reasonable  to  conclude 
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Table  21 .  Prehistoric  Ceramic  Sherds  Recovered  from  Site  16LF72. 


PROVENIENCE 


Stratum  I 


Stratum  I  Total 


TYPE 


unidentified 


VARIETY 


APLASTIC  VESSEL 

INCLUSIONS  PORTION 


unspecified  |  No  Temper  |  Body(s) 


PRESUMED  CULTURAL 
AFFILIATION 


TOTAL 


Stratum  II 

Baytown  Plain 

unspecified 

Grog 

Body(s) 

Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian 

French  Fork  Incised 

unspecified 

Grog 

Body(s) 

late  Coles  Creek  to  early 
Plaquemine? 

Stratum  II  Total 


Surface 


Surface  Total 


Grand  Total 


Baytown  Plain 

Cataoautche 

Grog 

Body(s) 

Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian 

Indeter. 

Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian 

unspecified 

Grog 

Body(s) 

Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian 

unidentified 

unspecified 

Grog 

Rim(s) 

Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian 

Table  22.  Historic  Period  Cultural  Material  Recovered  from  Site  16LF72. 


PROVENIENCE  CLASS 


SUBTYPE 


Undecorated  White 


Construction 

Materials 


Glass 


Stratum  I  Total 


Stratum  II 


Stratum  II  Total 


Stratum  III 

Ceramic 

Construction 

Materials 

Glass 

Whiteware 


Architectural  Stone 


Umd.  Blown-in-Mold  Bottle 
Glass 


Unidentified  Bottle  Glass 
(Kitchen) 


Miscellaneous  Hardware 


Nail(s) 


Unidentified  Metal 


Nail(s) 


Ironstone 


Architectural  Stone 


Plain 


Brick  Fragment(s) 


Amber 


Colorless 


Green 


Yellow  Green  (Olive) 


Barbed  Wire  ffagment(s) 


Wire  fragment(s) 


Unidentified 


Wire,  Common 


Iron/Steel 


Wire,  Common 


Un decorated  White 


Brick  Fragment(s) 


Light  Green 


Stratum  III  Total 


Surface 

Ceramic 

Whiteware 

Molded/  Embossed  Decora¬ 
tion 

Construction 

Materials 

Architectural  Stone 

Brick  Fragment(s) 

Glass 

Machine-Made  Base 

Colorless 

Machine-Made  Bottle  Glass 

Colorless 

Surface  Total 


Grand  Total 


post  ca.  1898  (Manu.);  post 
1916  (U.P.) 
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Table  23.  Ceramic  and  Glass  Artifacts  Recovered  from  Site  16LF72  by  Type,  Subtype,  and  Vessel 
Portion. 


PROVENIENCE 

TYPE 

SUBTYPE 

VESSEL 

PORTION 

ADDITIONAL 

DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 

Ceramic 

Ironstone 

Undecorated  White 

Body(s) 

2 

White  ware 

Molded/  Embossed  Decoration 

Rim(s) 

1 

Plain 

Rim(s) 

1 

Glass 

Machine-Made  Base 

Colorless 

Base(s) 

“50” 

1 

Machine-Made  Bottle  Glass 

Colorless 

Body(s) 

.  .e-mark” 

1 

Unid.  Blown-in-Mold  Bottle  Glass 

Aqua 

1 

Unidentified  Bottle  Glass  (Kitchen) 

Amber 

Body(s) 

1 

Colorless 

Body(s) 

3 

Green 

Neck(s) 

1 

Light  Green 

Body(s) 

1 

Yellow  Green  (Olive) 

Body(s) 

2 

|  Grand  Total 

15 

Table  24.  Faunal  Material  Recovered  from  Site  16LF72. 


PROVENIENCE 

CLASS 

FAMILY 

GENUS 

SPECIES 

COMMON 

NAME 

ADDITIONAL 

DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 

Stratum  I 

Invertebrata 

Bivalvia 

Rangia 

cuneata 

Brackish  water 
clam 

Complete  valve  or  hinge 

2 

Fragments 

7 

3 

Oyster 

Crassostrea 

virginica 

Virginia  oyster 

Fragment 

1 

Fragments 

1 

Juvenile  shells 

7 

Mammalia 

Capromyidae 

Myocastor 

coypus 

Nutria 

Mandible  fragments  with  1 
molar  and  incisor 

1 

UID  Mammal 

Large  mammal  shaft  frag¬ 
ment 

1 

Mend;  large  mammal  shaft 
fragment 

2 

Reptilia 

Alligatoridae 

Alligator 

mississippiensis 

American  alligator 

Fragmented  right  angular 
(mandible  element) 

18 

Stratum  I  Total 

43 

Stratum  II 

Invertebrata 

Bivalvia 

Rangia 

cuneata 

Brackish  water 
clam 

Complete  valve  or  hinge 

1 

56 

Oyster 

Crassostrea 

Virginia  oyster 

2 

Stratum  II  Total 

59 

Stratum  III 

Invertebrata 

Oyster 

Crassostrea 

Virginia  oyster 

12 

Stratum  III  Total 

12 

Surface 

Invertebrata 

Bivalvia 

Rangia 

cuneata 

Brackish  water 
clam 

Complete  valve  or  hinge 

1 

Oyster 

Crassostrea 

Virginia  oyster 

1 

Mammalia 

Canidae 

Canis 

familiaris 

Domestic  dog 

Distal  end  of  femur;  un¬ 
fused 

■■ 

Capromyidae 

Myocastor 

coypus 

Nutria 

Rib 

1 

Reptilia 

Alligatoridae 

Alligator 

mississippiensis 

American  alligator 

Vertebra  fragment;  cut 
mark 

1 

Emydidae 

Pseudemys 

spp. 

Cooters 

Carapace 

1 

Vertebra  ta 

UID  Vertebrate 

Caudal  vertebra 

1 

Surface  Total 

7 

Grand  Total 

121 
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Figure  139.  Selected  prehistoric  period  ceramic 
sherds  recovered  from  Site  16LF72:  (a) 
French  Fork  Incised  var.  unspecified  ce¬ 
ramic  sherd  (FS  #89);  (b)  Baytown  Plain 
var.  Cataoautche  ceramic  sherd  (FS 
#100);  (c)  Baytown  Plain  var.  Cataoautche 
ceramic  sherd  (FS  #100);  (d)  Baytown 
Plain  var.  unspecified  ceramic  sherd  (FS 
#89);  and  (e)  Baytown  Plain  var.  unspeci¬ 
fied  ceramic  sherd  (FS  #100). 


Figure  141.  Selected  historic  period  glass  shards 
recovered  from  Site  16LF72:  (a)  machine 
made  bottle  glass  body  shard  embossed 
with  “...e-mark”  (FS  #100)  and  (b)  ma¬ 
chine  made  bottle  base  shard  embossed 
with  “50”  (FS  #100). 


Figure  140.  Selected  historic  period  ceramic  sherds 
recovered  from  Site  16LF72:  (a)  plain 
whiteware  sherd  (FS  #93);  (b)  whiteware 
sherd  with  molded/embossed  decoration 
(FS  #100);  (c)  undecorated  white  iron¬ 
stone  sherd  (FS  #95);  and  (d)  undecorated 
white  ironstone  sherd  (FS  #96). 


A  TYPICAL  SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILE 
AT  SITE  16LF72 


0 


30 


CENTIMETERS 


STRATUM  I:  10YR  3/3  DARK  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY. 
STRATUM  ll:  10YR  5/2  GRAYISH  BROWN  SILTY  CLAY. 


Figure  142.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Site  16LF72. 
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that  the  prehistoric  cultural  material  recovered 
from  Site  16LF72  originated  from  deposits  asso¬ 
ciated  with  Site  16FL66  that  were  dredged  from 
the  canal.  In  fact,  one  of  the  Baytown  Plain 
sherds  recovered  from  Site  16LF72  contained 
fine  grog  aplastic  inclusions  that  were  identical 
to  fine  grog  ceramics  previously  recovered  from 
Site  16LF66  (Miller  et  al.  1999).  While  5  pre¬ 
historic  period  ceramic  sherds  were  surface  col¬ 
lected  from  Site  16LF72  in  the  same  vicinity  as 
7  of  the  recovered  faunal  specimens,  none  of  the 
subsurface  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  were  re¬ 
covered  in  association  with  subsurface  faunal 
material.  No  evidence  of  intact  prehistoric  pe¬ 
riod  cultural  deposits  was  identified  at  Site 
16LF72. 

The  historic  period  component  at  Site 
16LF72  consisted  of  a  low  density  surface  and 
subsurface  scatter  of  cultural  material  that  dated 
from  the  nineteenth  and  twentieth  centuries. 
Only  67  historic  period  artifacts  were  recovered 
from  the  site;  63  artifacts  originated  from  sub¬ 
surface  contexts,  while  4  artifacts  were  surface 
collected  from  the  site.  The  density  of  the  sub¬ 
surface  historic  period  cultural  material  was 
relatively  low  with  an  average  of  only  1.6  arti¬ 
facts  per  shovel  test  (63  artifacts/40  shovel 
tests).  While  the  recovery  of  12  brick  fragments 
as  well  as  3  nails  suggest  that  a  structure  may 
have  once  stood  at  the  site,  no  evidence  of  intact 
architectural  features  was  identified.  While  some 
of  the  faunal  material  recovered  from  Site 
16LF72  undoubtedly  is  associated  with  the  his¬ 
toric  period  component,  no  evidence  of  an  intact 
historic  period  midden  was  identified. 

In  summary,  the  current  investigation  failed 
to  document  any  evidence  of  intact  prehistoric  or 
historic  period  cultural  deposits  at  Site  16LF72. 
The  site  area  has  been  impacted  by  a  variety  of 
activities  including  clear-cutting  and  plowing.  In 
addition,  dredge  material  from  Grand  Bayou 
Canal  and  Bayou  Blue  has  been  deposited  at  the 
site.  The  limited  artifact  and  ecofact  assem¬ 
blages,  the  low  artifact  density,  and  the  absence 
of  intact  cultural  deposits  associated  with  either 
component  of  the  site  demonstrates  that  Site 
16LF72  lacks  research  potential.  This  site  does 
not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places 
criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No 


additional  testing  of  Site  16LF72  is  recom¬ 
mended. 

Previously  Recorded  Sites 

During  survey,  only  one  previously  re¬ 
corded  archeological  site  (16LF108)  was  revis¬ 
ited  in  Lafourche  Parish,  Louisiana.  Site 
16LF108  is  described  below. 

16LF108 

Site  16LF108,  a  scatter  of  prehistoric  ce¬ 
ramic  sherds  and  faunal  material,  is  located  along 
the  west  bank  of  Grand  Bayou  approximately  1 .0 
km  (0.6  mi)  to  the  northwest  of  the  confluence  of 
that  distributary  and  Cutoff  Canal  (Tables  1  and  3 
and  Attachment  1).  The  site  occupies  an  artificial 
levee  constructed  atop  a  subsided  distributary 
natural  levee  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1 .2  m  (4 
ft)  NGVD.  Site  16LF108  measures  100  m  (328.1 
ft)  in  length  along  its  major  north/south  axis  by 
30  m  (98.4  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor  east  west 
axis.  It  is  bounded  to  the  east  by  Grand  Bayou 
and  an  artificial  levee  comprised  of  dredge  spoil 
and  to  the  west  by  a  brackish  water  marsh. 

Site  16LF108  originally  was  recorded  by 
Philip  Rivet  in  1987  (Rivet  1987).  According  to 
the  state  site  record  form,  a  variety  of  prehistoric 
ceramic  sherds  and  faunal  remains  were  surface 
collected  from  dredge  spoil  present  at  the  site. 
The  spoil  reportedly  had  been  excavated  from 
Grand  Bayou  sometime  around  May  of  1987. 
Identifiable  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  recovered 
from  the  site  included  the  types  Coleman  Incised 
or  Coles  Creek  Incised  and  Baytown  Plain.  In 
addition,  the  remains  of  alligator  and  deer  also 
were  collected  from  the  site.  Rivet  did  not  assess 
the  significance  of  Site  16LF108  applying  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

Site  16LF108  was  revisited  in  1991  by  ar¬ 
cheologists  from  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  New  Orleans  District,  during  a  Phase  I 
cultural  resources  survey  of  the  then  proposed 
Larose  to  Golden  Meadow  Hurricane  Protection 
Project  (Wojtala  and  Stout  1991).  The  site  was 
relocated  atop  an  artificial  levee  comprised  of 
dredge  material  excavated  from  Grand  Bayou.  It 
was  described  as  a  series  of  three  discrete  artifact 
scatters  that  produced  Late  Coles  Creek  through 
Early  Mississippian  period  ceramic  sherds  and 
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faunal  remains.  Since  it  was  known  that  the 
dredge  material  used  to  build  the  artificial  levee 
had  been  excavated  from  a  borrow  pit  located 
immediately  to  the  east  of  the  site,  this  location 
was  hypothesized  as  the  source  of  the  cultural 
material  deposited  on  the  levee.  The  prehistoric 
ceramic  sherds  recovered  from  the  site  consisted 
of  a  single  Plaquemine  Brushed  sherd,  1  Coles 
Creek  Incised  sherd,  and  approximately  20  -  25 
undecorated  sherds  that  may  represent  the  type 
Baytown  Plain.  In  addition  to  this  material,  the 
remains  of  alligator,  turtle,  small  mammals,  and 
fish  as  well  as  a  small  number  of  oyster  and 
brackish  water  clam  shells  were  observed  at  the 
site.  The  low  numbers  of  shell  observed  in  the 
assemblage  suggested  that  Site  16LF108  may 
have  represented  an  earth  as  opposed  to  a  shell 
midden  before  it  was  impacted  by  dredging. 
Wojtala  and  Stout  (1991)  listed  the  research 


potential  of  Site  16LF108  as  unknown  but  proba¬ 
bly  low.  The  site  was  not  assessed  applying  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc., 
relocated  Site  16LF108  as  part  of  the  current  in¬ 
vestigation  during  the  cultural  resources  survey  of 
Area  25  (Tables  1  and  3;  Attachment  1;  and  Fig¬ 
ures  143  and  144).  Fieldwork  in  the  site  vicinity 
consisted  of  pedestrian  survey  augmented  by 
systematic  shovel  testing  along  the  artificial  levee 
as  well  as  systematic  subsurface  probing  at  10  m 
(32.8  ft)  intervals  along  the  banks  of  Grand 
Bayou  to  the  east  and  along  the  brackish  marsh  to 
the  west.  A  total  of  six  shovel  tests  were  exca¬ 
vated  at  the  site,  four  of  which  produced  faunal 
material.  A  typical  shovel  test  extended  to  a  depth 
of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  only  one 
stratum  (Stratum  I)  in  profile  (Figure  145).  This 
stratum  consisted  of  dredge  spoil  and  it 
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Figure  144.  An  overview  of  Site  16LF108  facing  south. 


was  described  as  a  layer  of  light  brownish  gray 
(10YR  6/2)  silty  clay  mottled  with  strong  brown 
silt  (7. SYR  5/6).  While  a  small  amount  of  oyster 
and  rangia  shell  (n=48)  was  observed  in  the  fill 
excavated  from  four  of  the  shovel  tests,  no  pre¬ 
historic  or  historic  period  cultural  material  was 
recovered.  In  addition,  no  evidence  of  buried 
cultural  deposits  (e.g.,  a  shell  midden)  was  identi¬ 
fied  during  the  systematic  probing  completed  at 
the  site. 

The  data  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current 
investigation  of  Site  16LF108  combined  with  the 
information  previously  collected  at  the  site  by 
Rivet  (1987)  and  Wojtala  and  Stout  (1991)  dem¬ 
onstrates  that  the  site  consists  of  a  secondary  de¬ 
posit  of  dredge  spoil  that  also  contains  a  limited 
amount  of  prehistoric  cultural  material  and  faunal 
remains.  It  is  likely  that  the  site  has  been  de¬ 
stroyed  by  previous  dredging  in  Grand  Bayou  and 
by  the  construction  of  the  extant  artificial  levee. 
No  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits  was  identi¬ 
fied  at  the  site.  These  results  demonstrate  that  Site 
16LF108  lacks  both  integrity  and  research  poten¬ 
tial.  This  site  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of 
significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR 
60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Site  16LF108 
is  recommended. 

Standing  Structures 

No  newly  recorded  standing  structures  were 
identified  and  no  previously  recorded  standing 
structures  were  revisited  in  Lafourche  Parish, 
Louisiana. 


A  TYPICAL  SHOVEL  TEST  PROFILE 
AT  SITE  16LF108 
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Figure  145.  A  typical  shovel  test  profile  at  Site 
16LF108. 


Summary 

During  survey,  five  non-site  cultural  re¬ 
sources  loci  (32-01,  32-04,  32-05,  32-06,  and 
32-07),  six  newly  recorded  archeological  sites 
(16TR301,  16TR302,  16TR303,  16TR304, 

16LF73,  and  16LF72),  and  two  newly  recorded 
standing  structures  older  than  50  years  in  age 
(55-1113  and  55-1112)  were  identified;  in  addi¬ 
tion,  six  previously  recorded  sites  (16TR3, 
16TR19,  16TR26,  16TR33,  16TR71,  and 

16LF108)  and  three  previously  recorded  stand¬ 
ing  structures  (55-1011,  55-1012,  and  55-1013) 
were  revisited  (Table  3).  All  five  non-site  loci, 
seven  of  the  archeological  sites  (16TR301, 
16TR302,  16TR303,  16TR3,  16LF73,  16LF72, 
and  16LF108),  and  three  of  the  standing  struc¬ 
tures  (55-1011,  55-1012,  and  55-1112)  were  as¬ 
sessed  as  not  significant  applying  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation 
(36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of 
these  loci  and  sites  and  this  structure  is  recom¬ 
mended.  Sites  16TR304  and  16TR71  and 
Standing  Structures  55-1013  and  55-1113  were 
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assessed  as  potentially  significant  applying  the 
same  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  crite¬ 
ria.  Avoidance  of  these  sites  and  structures  or 
additional  (Phase  II)  testing/recordation  is  rec¬ 
ommended.  Sites  16TR19  and  16TR33  were 
assessed  as  significant  under  Criterion  D  of  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 


evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Avoidance  or 
mitigation  of  these  two  sites  is  recommended.2 
Lastly,  no  evidence  of  previously  recorded  Site 
16TR26  was  identified  during  survey.  This  site 
probably  has  been  destroyed  by  erosion  along 
Bayou  Sale.  No  additional  testing  at  the  mapped 
location  of  this  site  is  recommended. 


2  The  Louisiana  Divisions  of  Archaeology  and  His¬ 
toric  Preservation  concurred  with  all  of  these  recom¬ 
mendations,  except  those  for  Site  16TR304  and 
Standing  Structures  55-1013  and  55-1113.  The  Divi¬ 
sions  determined  that  Site  16TR304  and  Standing 
Structures  55-1013  and  55-1 1 13  are  not  significant. 
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This  sample  Phase  I  cultural  resources  sur¬ 
vey  and  archeological  inventory  included 
the  examination  of  39  tracts  that  meas¬ 
ured  a  combined  total  of  405  ha  (1,000  ac)  in 
Terrebonne  and  Lafourche  Parishes,  Louisiana; 
fieldwork  for  the  project  was  completed  between 
March  and  August,  1999.  This  investigation  was 
performed  on  behalf  of  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  by  R.  Christo¬ 
pher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  as  part  of  the 
proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility 
Study.  During  survey,  select  portions  of  two 
proposed  levee  alignment  corridors  (the  High¬ 
way  57  500  Year  Future  Plan  and  the  Recon  500 
Plan)  were  examined.  This  research  was  per¬ 
formed  to  test  a  site  predictive  model  previously 
developed  for  the  project  area  by  Goodwin  & 
Associates,  Inc.  (Brown  et  al.  2000;  Volume  I) 
The  data  collected  as  a  result  of  this  study  will 
be  used  by  the  New  Orleans  District  to  plan  fu¬ 
ture  cultural  resources  investigations  associated 
with  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasi¬ 
bility  Study.  The  present  chapter  provides  a 
summary  of  the  results  of  the  fieldwork,  an  as¬ 
sessment  of  the  site  predictive  model,  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  additional  work. 

Project  Results 

During  survey,  39  tracts  measuring  a  com¬ 
bined  total  of  405  ha  (1,000  ac)  were  examined 
for  cultural  resources;  30  tracts  measuring  352 
ha  (870  ac)  were  located  in  Terrebonne  Parish, 
while  9  tracts  incorporating  53  ha  (130  ac)  were 
situated  in  Lafourche  Parish.  A  total  of  23  tracts 
measuring  318  ha  (786  ac)  fell  on  landforms 
assessed  as  having  a  high  probability  for  con¬ 
taining  cultural  resources,  and  16  tracts  encom¬ 


passing  87  ha  (214  ac)  occupied  land  forms  be¬ 
lieved  to  have  a  low  probability  for  containing 
such  resources  (Table  1  and  Attachment  1). 

Fieldwork  for  the  project  consisted  of  a 
combination  of  pedestrian  survey,  boat  survey, 
probing,  and  shovel  and  auger  testing.  Boat  sur¬ 
vey  was  conducted  along  the  bayous  and  canals 
that  intercross  the  proposed  levee  alignment  cor¬ 
ridors,  while  pedestrian  survey  and  shovel  test¬ 
ing  was  performed  in  elevated,  dry  areas.  A 
majority  of  the  examined  acreage  (23  tracts;  229 
ha  [565  ac])  was  surveyed  utilizing  pedestrian 
survey  and  shovel  testing,  while  the  remainder 
(7  tracts;  176  ha  [435  ac])  was  investigated  as 
part  of  the  boat  survey.  Identical  field  methods 
were  utilized  to  examine  both  high  and  low 
probability  areas  to  eliminate  any  bias  in  the 
survey  methodology. 

During  survey,  five  non-site  cultural  re¬ 
sources  loci  (32-01,  32-04,  32-05,  32-06,  and 
32-07),  six  newly  recorded  archeological  sites 
(16TR301,  16TR302,  16TR303,  16TR304, 

16LF73,  and  16LF72),  and  two  newly  recorded 
standing  structures  older  than  50  years  in  age 
(55-1 113  and  55-1 1 12)  were  identified,  and  five 
previously  recorded  archeological  sites  (16TR3, 
16TR19,  16TR33,  16TR71,  and  16LF108)  and 
three  previously  recorded  standing  structures 
(55-1011,  55-1012,  and  55-1013)  were  revisited 
(Table  3).  While  three  sites  (16TR3,  16TR33, 
and  16LF108)  dated  from  the  prehistoric  period, 
six  sites  (16TR301,  16TR304,  16TR19, 

16TR71,  and  16LF72)  produced  evidence  of 
both  prehistoric  and  historic/modem  period 
components  and  three  archeological  sites 
(16TR302,  16TR303,  and  16LF73)  and  all  five 
loci  dated  from  the  historic/modem  period.  Col- 
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lectively,  the  prehistoric  period  components 
identified/revisited  during  survey  produced  tem¬ 
porally  diagnostic  artifacts  dating  primarily  from 
the  Mississippi  period;  the  historic  period  com¬ 
ponents  identified/revisited  during  survey  dated 
principally  from  the  nineteenth  and/or  twentieth 
centuries.  Each  of  the  standing  structures  were 
associated  with  the  National  architectural  style 
as  defined  by  McAlester  and  McAlester  (1998), 
and  they  dated  from  both  the  nineteenth  (55- 

1011,  55-1013,  and  55-1113)  and  twentieth  (55- 
1012  and  55-1 1 12)  centuries. 

No  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits  or 
substantive  research  potential  was  identified  at 
the  five  non-site  loci  or  at  seven  of  the  archeo¬ 
logical  sites  (16TR301,  16TR302,  16TR303, 
16TR3,  16LF73,  16LF72,  and  16LF108).  None 
of  these  sites  or  the  loci  possess  the  qualities  of 
significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36 
CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Sites  16TR71  and  16TR304 
both  produced  evidence  of  intact  deposits  of 
buried  cultural  material.  Each  of  these  sites  ap¬ 
pears  to  possess  research  potential.  Sites 
16TR71  and  16TR304  may  possess  the  qualities 
of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Reg¬ 
ister  of  Historic  Places  under  Criterion  D  (36 
CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Avoidance  or  additional  (Phase 
II)  testing  and  evaluation  of  these  two  sites  is 
recommended.  Sites  16TR19  and  16TR33  both 
contained  intact  prehistoric  period  earthen 
mounds.  These  sites  represent  significant  cul¬ 
tural  resources  eligible  for  nomination  to  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  under  Crite¬ 
rion  D  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Avoidance  or  miti¬ 
gation  of  Sites  16TR19  and  16TR33  is  recom¬ 
mended.3 

Standing  Structures  55-1011,  55-1012,  and 
55-1112  were  characterized  as  typical  examples 
of  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century,  National  style 
dwellings.  No  evidence  of  substantive  research 
potential  was  identified  during  the  recordation  of 
these  building.  Standing  Structures  55-1011,  55- 

1012,  and  55-1112  do  not  possess  the  qualities 
of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Reg- 


3  The  Louisiana  Division  of  Archeology  concurred 
with  all  of  the  archeological  site  assessments  and 
recommendations,  except  those  for  Site  16TR304. 
The  division  determined  that  Site  16TR304  is  not 
significant. 


ister  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36 
CFR  60.4  [a-d])  and  no  additional  recordation  of 
these  dwellings  is  recommended.  Standing 
Structures  55-1013  and  55-1113,  however,  rep¬ 
resent  distinguishable  architectural  entities  with 
unique  attributes.  These  nineteenth  century 
dwellings  embody  both  the  National  style  and 
the  side-gabled  (55-1113)  and  shotgun  (55- 
1013)  forms.  Standing  Structures  55-1013  and 
55-1113  may  possess  the  qualities  of  signifi¬ 
cance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  under  Criterion  C  (36  CFR  60.4 
[a-d]).  Avoidance  or  additional  recordation  of 
these  two  buildings  is  recommended.4 

The  Site  Predictive  Model 

A  major  goal  of  the  current  investigation 
was  to  assess  the  site  predictive  model  previ¬ 
ously  developed  for  the  project  areas  by  R. 
Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.  (Brown 
et  al.  2000)  As  outlined  in  Chapters  I  and  II,  this 
model  predicts  that  archeological  sites  will  be 
located  preferentially  on  natural  levee  deposits 
near  the  confluences  of  distributaries  or  on  cre¬ 
vasse  land  bridges.  In  addition  to  this  general 
prediction,  the  model  outlined  a  series  of  eight 
hypothesis  to  explain  both  prehistoric  and  his¬ 
toric  period  settlement  in  the  study  region.  Each 
of  these  hypotheses  are  described  below  with 
reference  to  the  current  sample  cultural  re¬ 
sources  survey. 

Prediction  1;  Past  settlement  was 
almost  entirely  confined  to  natural 
levee  deposits,  with  the  possible  ex¬ 
ception  of  shipwrecks  that  will  oc¬ 
cur  in  distributary  channels;  there¬ 
fore  archeological  sites  will  occur 
in  the  same  areas  regardless  of 
whether  the  geomorphic  structures 
are  presently  subsided.  It  is  vital  to 
recognize,  however,  that  not  all 
geomorphic  features  can  be  identi- 


4  The  Louisiana  Division  of  Historic  Preservation 
concurred  with  the  assessments  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  Standing  Structures  55-1011,  55-1012,  and 
55-1 112,  but  they  did  not  agree  with  the  assessments 
and  recommendations  for  Standing  Structures  55- 
1 1 13  and  55-1013.  The  Division  determined  that  the 
latter  two  structures  are  not  significant. 
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fied  based  on  the  presently  avail¬ 
able  data.  For  example,  presently 
unsuspected  distributary  natural 
levees  could  be  discovered  by  sub¬ 
surface  testing. 

The  results  of  the  current  investigation  con¬ 
firm  Prediction  1 .  During  survey,  six  newly  re¬ 
corded  archeological  sites  were  identified  and 
five  previously  recorded  archeological  sites  were 
revisited.  All  1 1  sites  occupy  natural  levee  de¬ 
posits.  These  results  demonstrate  that  natural 
levees  represent  landforms  with  a  high  probabil¬ 
ity  for  containing  archeological  sites  and  they 
agree  with  every  other  major  predictive  model¬ 
ing  effort  for  south  Louisiana  (Beavers  1982; 
Franks  and  Yakubik  1990;  Gagliano  et  al.  1979; 
Speaker  et  al.  1986;  Smith  et  al.  1986;  and 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  1992).  Since  natural  lev¬ 
ees  represented  the  only  habitable  land  in  the 
region,  they  were  the  focus  of  settlement  during 
prehistoric  and  historic  period  times. 

Prediction  2:  Sites  of  all  periods  will 
occur  preferentially  at  distributary 
confluences  and  crevasse  land 
bridges.... 

Most  studies  of  settlement  patterns  in  south 
Louisiana  predict  that  archeological  sites  will  be 
located  preferentially  at  the  confluences  of  dis¬ 
tributaries  (Gagliano  et  al.  1979;  Beavers  1982). 
In  a  study  of  settlement  patterns  in  the  nearby 
Barataria  Basin,  for  example,  Beavers 
(1982:103-104)  argued  that  habitation  sites 
“tend  to  focus  at  the  confluences  of  tribu¬ 
tary/distributary  streams  and  trunk  channels  .... 
Confluences  tend,  by  their  very  nature,  to  be 
concentrated  areas  of  elevated  ground,  as  the 
converging  levee  ridge  systems  merge  and 
overlap”.  Taking  these  factors  into  considera¬ 
tion,  Brown  et  al.  (2000)  identified  25  conflu¬ 
ences  and/or  crevasses  land  bridges  (a  landform 
that  also  provided  elevated,  habitable  land)  in 
the  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study  Area, 
and  they  predicted  that  these  landforms  would 
have  the  highest  probabilities  for  containing 
cultural  resources.  The  results  of  the  current  in¬ 
vestigation  support  this  hypothesis.  Of  the  1 1 
sites  identified  or  revisited  during  survey,  a  sub¬ 
stantial  majority  (n=8;  73  percent)  fall  within  1.0 


km  (0.6  mi)  of  a  confluence  (16TR3,  16TR19, 
16TR71,  16TR303,  16TR304,  16LF72,  16LF73, 
and  16LF108);  only  3  sites  (27  percent)  were 
positioned  at  greater  distances  from  such  conflu¬ 
ences  (16TR33,  16TR301,  and  16TR302). 

Prediction  3:  Site  types  will  be  dis¬ 
tributed  differentially,  with  central 
places  like  mounds  and  plantations 
occurring  preferentially  on  the  dis¬ 
tal  flanks  and  extremities  of  dis¬ 
tributaries.  In  fact,  mounds  will  be 
heavily  over-represented  in  the 
project  area,  because  it  does  not  in¬ 
clude  the  corresponding  distal  por¬ 
tion  of  the  distributary  natural 
levee. 

Using  the  11  sites  identified/revisited  as  a 
result  of  the  current  investigation,  it  is  not  possi¬ 
ble  to  assess  the  distribution  of  sites  by  type 
throughout  the  project  area  since  the  sample  size 
is  small.  As  mentioned  above,  a  majority  of  the 
sites  identified/revisited  during  survey  (n=8) 
were  positioned  within  1.0  km  (0.6  mi)  of  a  con¬ 
fluence.  These  included  2  prehistoric  period  sites 
(16TR3  and  16LF108),  4  sites  that  contained 
both  prehistoric  and  historic  period  components 
(16TR19,  16TR71,  16TR304,  and  16LF72),  and 
2  sites  that  dated  from  the  historic/modem  pe¬ 
riod  (16TR303  and  16LF73).  The  prehistoric 
period  components  identified  at  these  sites  in¬ 
cluded  a  Baytown  to  Marksville  period  shell 
midden  (16TR3),  a  Plaquemine  culture  mound 
(16TR19),  a  Late  Mississippi  period  shell  mid¬ 
den  (16TR304),  a  Plaquemine  period  artifact 
scatter  (16TR71),  a  Late  Mississippi  period  arti¬ 
fact  scatter  (16LF72),  and  a  late  prehistoric  pe¬ 
riod  shell  midden  (16LF108).  The  historic  pe¬ 
riod  components  identified  at  the  sites  consisted 
of  three  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  artifact 
scatters  that  appeared  to  represent  the  remains  of 
domestic  dwellings  (16TR71,  16TR303,  and 
1 6LF72),  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  dump 
(16TR304),  a  twentieth  century  dump  (16LF73), 
and  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  artifact 
scatter  that  probably  represents  the  remains  of  a 
domestic  dwelling  and  an  associated  farm  com¬ 
plex  (19TR19).  As  expected,  the  mound  at  Site 
16TR19  was  positioned  adjacent  to  a  confluence 
whereas  the  other  sites  were  located  at  slightly 
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farther  distances  (up  to  1.0  km  [0.6  mi])  from 
such  confluences. 

The  three  sites  located  further  away  from 
the  identified  confluences  were  characterized  as 
a  prehistoric  period  mound  (16TR33),  an  iso¬ 
lated  prehistoric  period  find  with  a  nineteenth  to 
twentieth  century  artifact  scatter  (16TR301),  and 
a  buried  deposit  of  shell  fill  (16TR302).  The 
position  of  the  mound  at  Site  16TR33  certainly 
is  curious  and  it  may  suggest  that  a  presently 
unrecognized  distributary  channel  may  be  pres¬ 
ent  in  the  vicinity  of  the  site. 

Prediction  4:  Earth  middens  are  the 
most  common  type  of  site  that  re¬ 
mains  to  be  identified  in  the  project 
area.  Without  doubt,  the  inventory 
of  extant  sites  is  much  more  com¬ 
plete  for  shell  middens  and  mounds 
of  all  kinds  than  for  earth  middens. 

Earth  middens  are  probably  com¬ 
mon  but  very  poorly  recognized  in 
the  project  area. 

None  of  the  sites  identified  as  a  result  of  the 
current  investigation  were  classified  as  earth 
middens.  While  this  may  be  the  result  of  sam¬ 
pling,  it  certainly  raises  the  possibility  that  earth 
middens  are  in  fact  uncommon  in  the  study 
reach  as  opposed  to  being  unrecognized. 

Prediction  5:  Overall  site  density  on 
the  natural  levees  in  the  project 
area  can  be  estimated  at  0.0148 
sites/ac  (0.037 sites/ha). 

As  mentioned  above,  1 1  archeological  sites 
were  identified/revisited  on  natural  levees.  Since 
approximately  318  ha  (786  ac)  of  natural  levee 
deposits  were  examined  during  survey,  the  over¬ 
all  site  density  for  the  project  area  is  0.035 
sites/ha  (0.014  sites/ac),  a  result  that  is  remarka¬ 
bly  consistent  with  Brown  et  al.’s  (2000)  pre¬ 
diction  of  0.037  sites/ha  (0.0148  sites/ac).  Given 
the  fact  that  all  but  one  of  the  archeological  sites 
identified/revisited  during  survey  (16LF108) 
was  located  during  pedestrian  reconnaissance 
and  shovel  testing  as  opposed  to  boat  survey, 
however,  this  estimate  may  be  artificially  low. 
During  survey,  176  ha  (435  ac)  was  examined 
utilizing  pedestrian  survey  augmented  with  sys¬ 


tematic  shovel  testing,  while  229  ha  (565  ac) 
was  investigated  via  boat  survey.  Since  10  sites 
were  identified/revisited  using  the  former  meth¬ 
odology,  a  more  refined  tabulation  of  the  site 
density  is  0.057  sites/ha  (0.023  sites/ac). 

Prediction  6:  Site  density  in  inter¬ 
distributary  wetlands,  although  very 
low  will  be  greater  than  zero. 

None  of  the  archeological  sites  identi¬ 
fied/revisited  as  a  result  of  the  current  investiga¬ 
tion  are  located  on  landforms  classified  as  inter¬ 
distributary  wetland.  Although  these  results 
contradict  Brown  et  al.’s  (2000)  hypothesis,  they 
confirm  that  archeological  site  densities  in  inter¬ 
distributary  wetlands  will  be  extremely  low, 
probably  near  zero.  There  is  always  the  possi¬ 
bility,  however,  that  presently  unrecognized, 
subsided  natural  levees  occur  in  areas  currently 
classified  as  interdistributary  wetland. 

Prediction  7:  Shipwrecks  and  dere¬ 
lict  vessels  appear  to  be  common  in 
the  larger  distributary  channels, 
although  there  may  be  difficulties  in 
determining  whether  a  vessel  is 
abandoned  or  merely  decommis¬ 
sioned. 

No  data  pertaining  to  shipwrecks  was  col¬ 
lected  as  part  of  the  current  investigation.  In  the 
absence  of  contradictory  data,  however,  there  is 
no  reason  to  dispute  this  hypothesis. 

Prediction  8:  Historic  plantations 
will  exhibit  the  nodal  block  and 
bayou  block  settlement  patterns  de¬ 
scribed  by  Rehder  (1978)  with  the 
latter  predominating;  plantations 
will  occur  preferentially  where  there 
are  unusual  expanses  of  arable  land. 

While  no  plantation  sites  were  identified  as 
a  result  of  the  current  cultural  resources  investi¬ 
gation,  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  the  Rehder 
(1978)  model.  This  detailed  study  demonstrates 
that  the  nodal  block  and  bayou  block  settlement 
patterns  are  common  throughout  south  Louisi¬ 
ana. 
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Chapter  IV:  Summary  and  Recommendations 


Project  Recommendations 

In  addition  to  the  site  specific  recommen¬ 
dations  presented  above,  the  results  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  investigation  demonstrate  that  additional 
Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeo¬ 
logical  inventory  along  the  currently  proposed 
levee  alignment  corridors  is  warranted.  Since  the 
current  sample  cultural  resources  survey  demon¬ 
strated  that  the  site  predictive  model  previously 
developed  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Asso¬ 
ciates,  Inc.,  (Brown  et  al.  2000)  generally  is 
valid,  additional  archeological  inventory  is  rec¬ 
ommended  for  all  of  the  high  probability  areas 
encompassed  by  both  the  proposed  Highway  57 
500  Future  Year  Plan  and  Recon  500  Year  Plan 
levee  alignment  corridors  that  have  not  been 


surveyed  previously  for  cultural  resources.  This 
incorporates  approximately  1,099.6  ha  (2,717 
ac)  along  the  former  alignment,  and  523.1  ha 
(1,292.5  ac)  along  the  latter  alignment  (Table 
25).  Assuming  a  site  density  ranging  from  0.035 
-  0.057  sites/ha  (0.014  -  0.023  sites/ac),  it  is  es¬ 
timated  that  an  additional  38  -  62  archeological 
sites  will  be  identified  during  survey  of  the  re¬ 
maining  high  probability  tracts  associated  with 
the  Highway  57  500  Future  Year  Plan  align¬ 
ment,  and  that  18-30  sites  will  be  located  along 
the  Recon  500  Year  alignment.  No  additional 
testing  of  the  remaining  unsurveyed  portions  of 
the  low  probability  landforms  situated  within 
each  of  the  proposed  project  alignments  is  rec¬ 
ommended. 


Table  25.  Areas  Along  the  Proposed  Highway  57  500  Year  Future  Plan  and  Recon  500  Year  Plan  Levee 


Alignments  Requiring  Additional  Survey. 


ALIGNMENT 

TOTAL 

AREA 

HIGH 

PROBABILITY 

LOW 

PROBABILITY 

PREVIOUSLY 
SURVEYED  HIGH 
PROBABILITY 

CURRENTLY 
SURVEYED  HIGH 
PROBABILITY 

AREA  TO 
SURVEY 

Highway  57  500  Year  Plan 

5890.4  ac 

3,842.8  ac 

2,047.6  ac 

339.8  ac 

786  ac 

2,717.0  ac 

Recon  500  Year  Plan 

3,459.8  ac 

2,252.3  ac 

1,207.5  ac 

1 79.8  ac 

780  ac 

1,292.5  ac 
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Appendix  I 


Artifacts  Recovered  during  Survey 


Table  1 .  Prehistoric  Ceramic  Artifacts  Recovered  during  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study. 


177  I6TR7I  1037.5  987.5  I  I  I  I  0  10  I  1  Brushed  IPlaquemine  Brushed  I  Unspecified  I  Grog  |Rim(s)  I  Flattened  lip 


Table  2,  continued 


Table  3.  Prehistoric  Lithic  Material  Recovered  during  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study. 


Table  4.  Historic/Modem  Artifacts  Recovered  during  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study. 


Table  4,  continued 


Table  4,  continued 


Table  4,  continued 


Table  4,  continued 


Minace  collection;  :>  i  oiass  Macnme-Made  base  Light  Ureen  Base(s)  Coke  bottle  fragment; 

m  radius  "[C  in  circle 

(Chattanooga  Glass  Co. 
mark)]  59/  6" 


Table  4,  continued 


121  16TR19B  Area  10  6  1212  Surface  collection;  5  1  Metal  Unidentified  Metal  Unidentified  Iron  Iron  Possibly  a  wire  nail 

m  radius  Object(s) 


Table  4,  continued 


137  16TR19B  Area  10  3  54  1325  II  2  10  20  1  Wood  Unidentified  Wood  Modified  Wood  Charred 

fragment(s) 


Table  4,  continued 


152  16TR19B  Area  10  3  55  1350  1  3  20  30  2  Glass  Unidentified  Bottle  Green  Body(s) 

Glass 


27  1 6TR303  1010  I  990  I  1  2  I  10 1  20  I  f  1  [Ceramic  Yellowware  Annular  Decorated  Body(s) 


Table  4,  continued 


54  16TR303  1020  1000  I  I  1  0  10  1  Metal  Nail(s)  Unidentified 


Table  4,  continued 


1741  16TR71  III  |  1025  975  I  2  10  20  1  |Glass  [Pressed  Glass  | Colorless  |lndeter.  | Indeterminate  pattern 


184  16TR71  1050  987.5  I  5  40  50  4  Construction  Architectural  Stone  Brick  Fragment(s) 

Materials 


Table  4,  continued 


Table  4,  continued 
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Appendix  II 


State  of  Louisiana  Site  Record 
and  Site  Update  Forms 


STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
SITE  UPDATE  FORM 


LOCATIONAL  DATA 


SITE  NAME:  Marmande  Plantation  Site 

OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS: 


STATE  SURVEY  NO.:  16TR19 


,6TR19  is  located  a,,he  °°n"uence  of  an  abandoned  di~ 

PARISH:  Terrebonne  Parish 


Section  31  Township  18S  Range  17E 
USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Theriot,  LA  1994 
UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  1 5  E717175  N3262700 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES: 


PHYSICAL  SETTING 

LANDFORM:  Site  16TR 19  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Subsidence. 

vicinit^il'S1  AN°  RELIEF:  S'te  16TR19  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.5  no  (5  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site 

NEAREST  WATER:  Site  16TR19  is  positioned  along  an  abandoned  distributary  (Marmande  Ridge).  Bayou 
du  Large  is  located  approximately  1 .0  km  (0.6  mi)  to  the  east  of  the  site. 

POSrnOM  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  Site  16TRI9  is  located  at  the  confluence  of  an  abandoned 
distributary  natural  levee  and  the  Marmande  Ridge 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Mhoon  silty  clay  loam;  Commerce  silt  loam,  level  phase. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  Site  16TR3 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


SITE  DESCRIPTION:  Site  16TR19,  also  known  as  the  Marmande  Plantation  Site,  is  a  well-documented 
prehistoric  mound  and  historic  homestead  site  located  in  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisiana.  The  site  is  situated  at 
the  confluence  of  an  abandoned  distributary  natural  levee  and  the  Marmande  Ridge  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation 
of  1.5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD.  Bayou  du  Large  is  located  approximately  1.0  km  (0.6  mi)  to  the  east  of  the  site.  The 
prehistoric  mound  at  Site  16TR19  is  located  in  an  open,  graded  area  surrounded  by  cultivated  sugarcane; 
the  historic  component  of  the  site  is  located  immediately  to  the  north  and  northeast  of  the  mound  within  the 
sugarcane  field. 

The  prehistoric  mound  at  Site  16TR19  first  was  documented  by  Randolph  Brazet  in  1924.  Later 
Mclntire  and  Kniffin  undertook  a  more  extensive  survey  of  the  site  in  1952  (Weinstein  and  Kelley  1992).  They 
described  the  mound  as  a  truncated  earthwork  measuring  3.7  m  (12  ft)  in  height  and  22.9  m  (75  ft)  in 
diameter  and  they  argued  that  it  had  been  constructed  atop  a  shell  midden.  Based  on  material  previously 
recovered  from  Site  16TR19  by  Bazet,  Mclntire  dated  the  mound  from  the  Troyville  period.  He  also  identified 
Coles  Creek  and  Plaquemine  occupations  based  on  the  ceramic  material  he  analyzed. 

Altschul  (1978)  revisited  Site  16TR19  in  1978;  based  on  this  investigation,  he  determined  that  the 
mound  probably  was  constructed  during  the  Plaquemine  period,  but  he  stated  that  a  Coles  Creek  component 
may  underlie  it.  He  [CONTINUED] 

SITE  SIZE:  190  x600  m 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  Moderate  to  dense. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  Atypical  shovel  test  at  Site  16TR19  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50 
cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  one  or  two  strata  in  profile.  In  the  former,  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a 
layer  of  strong  brown  (7.5YR  5/6)  clay  to  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  surface  to  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  In 
the  later,  Stratum  I  was  listed  as  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  to  clay  loam  that  reached  from  0  -  25 
cmbs  (0  -  9.8  inbs),  while  Stratum  II  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  4/2)  silty  clay  to 
clay  loam  that  ranged  from  25  -  50  cmbs  (9.8  - 19.7  inbs). 

FEATURES:  Prehistoric  mound. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  The  prehistoric  period  component  of  Site  16TR19  dates  from  the  Coles 
Creek  through  Mississippian  periods;  the  mound  probably  was  constructed  during  the  Plaquemine  period. 
The  historic  period  component  dates  from  the  nineteenth  to  the  twentieth  century. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  The  mound  is  in  excellent  condition.  The  remainder  of  the  site  is 
in  fair  condition. 

PRESENT  USE:  Cultivated  sugarcane  field. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Past  and  present  impacts  consist  of  repeated  plowing  around  the 
mound.  Future  impacts  include  additional  plowing  and  levee  construction. 

COLLECTIONS 


SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Fieldwork  at  Site  16TR19  consisted  of  pedestrian  survey  augmented  by 
systematic  shovel  testing. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  A  total  of  427  historic  period  artifacts  and  2  prehistoric  period  artifacts  were 
recovered  during  survey. 


SITE  EVALUATION 


!!5SE*A?CH  P0TENTi,AL:  The  Prehistoric  component  of  Site  16TR19  possess  substantive  research 
potential  as  an  exemplar  of  a  Plaquemine  period  mound.  The  historic  period  component  at  the  site  may 

farmcompe|exarCh  P°tBrtbai  ^  33  eXample  of  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  homestead  and  an  associated 

nJm^tinr?tn^hIOMAfL  Rf°ISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  The  prehistoric  component  of  Site  16TR19  is  eligible  for 
nomination  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  The  historic  component  is  potentially  eligible  for 
nomination  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

RECOMMENDATIONS:  Avoidance  or  mitigation  of  Site  16TR19  is  recommended. 
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A.?°  Le7/?o,of  dimensions  of  the  mound  t0  20  x  25  m  (65.6  x  82.0  ft)  at  its  base  by  5.9  m  (19.4  ft)  in  height. 

In  '1978)  assessed  the  site  as  eligible  for  nomination  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (36 
CFR  60.4  [a-d])  and  he  recommended  preservation  of  the  site  (Altschul  1978). 

i exEMrf *nS^e'n  and  Kelley  (1992)  reanalyzed  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  previously  recovered  from  Site 
6TR19  in  1992  in  conjunction  with  a  field  visit  to  the  site.  The  reanalysis  of  the  ceramic  material  led  to  a 
revision  of  the  site  chronology.  The  recovered  ceramic  sherds  suggested  occupations  dating  from  the  Coles 
Creek,  Plaquemine,  Mississippian,  and  possibly  protohistoric  periods;  the  mound  itself,  however,  was  dated 
from  the  Plaquemine  period.  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  argued  that  the  Troyville  cultural  affiliation 
previously  assigned  to  the  site  by  Mclntire  was  based  on  the  misidentification  of  diagnostic  ceramic  sherds. 

During  their  field  visit,  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  excavated  five  shovel  tests  and  a  single  auger  test  in 
the  mound  vicinity.  Each  shovel  test  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile;  the  top-stratum  was  characterized  as 
plowzone  mixed  with  Rangia  shell,  and  the  bottom  stratum  was  listed  as  natural  levee  deposit.  Since  no  shell 
was  identified  in  the  auger  test,  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  questioned  Mclntire's  supposition  that  the 
mound  had  been  constructed  atop  a  shell  midden.  No  prehistoric  cultural  material  was  recovered  from  the 
shovel  tests  and  the  auger  test  excavated  at  the  site. 

In  addition  to  the  fieldwork  at  the  Site  16TR19  mound,  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  also  documented  a 
previously  unreported  historic  period  component  at  the  site.  This  component  was  characterized  as  a  surface 
scatter  of  twentieth  century  cultural  material.  The  scatter  was  located  in  a  cultivated  sugarcane  field 
immediately  north  of  the  mound  and  it  contained  a  variety  of  domestic  artifacts  such  as  machine-made  bottle 
glass  and  ceramic  sherds.  Weisnstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  interpreted  this  component  as  the  remains  of  a 
twentieth  century  homestead. 

Although  they  failed  to  recover  prehistoric  period  cultural  material  from  Site  16TR19,  Weinstein  and 
Kelley  (1992)  determined  that  the  mound  itself  was  in  excellent  condition.  Furthermore,  they  reasoned  that 
intact  cultural  features  such  as  postmolds  and  pits  probably  are  present  at  the  site  beneath  the  plowzone. 
They  argued  that  additional  work  at  the  site  may  provide  important  information  pertaining  to  Coles  Creek 
through  Mississippian  period  settlement  patterns,  subsistence  strategies,  and  housing  types.  Consequently, 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  concurred  with  Altschul’s  (1978)  original  assessment  of  Site  16TR19  as  eligible 
for  nomination  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  revisited  Site  16TR19  during  Phase  I  cultural  resources 
survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study.  A  total  of  158 
shovel  tests  were  excavated  in  the  mapped  vicinity  of  the  site.  In  addition  to  the  prehistoric  mound  and  the 
historic  period  artifact  scatter  previously  identified  at  the  site,  a  second  discrete  historic  period  artifact  scatter 
also  was  identified.  The  previously  recorded  scatter  was  designated  Locus  A,  while  the  newly  identified 
scatter  was  denominated  Locus  B.  In  total,  229  historic  period  artifacts  were  recovered  from  Locus  A  and  198 
historic  period  artifacts  were  retrieved  from  Locus  B.  In  addition  to  this  material,  2  prehistoric  period  ceramic 
sherds  also  were  collected  from  the  site. 

The  mound  at  Site  16TR19  was  in  excellent  condition.  As  previously  reported  by  Altschul  (1978)  and 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992),  the  mound  structure  is  pyramidal  in  shape  and  it  measures  approximately  20  to 
25  m  (65.6  to  82.0  ft)  at  its  base  by  6.1  to  7.6  m  (20  to  25  ft)  in  height.  The  mound  currently  is  covered  with 
several  large  trees  and  it  is  surrounded  by  a  cultivated  sugarcane  field.  While  no  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
on  the  mound  itself,  5  shovel  tests  were  excavated  within  20  m  (65.6  ft)  of  the  base  of  the  mound.  None  of 
these  shovel  tests  produced  cultural  material  or  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits.  Two  prehistoric  period 
ceramic  sherds,  however,  were  surface  collected  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  mound.  These  were 
characterized  as  1  Baytown  Plain  var.  Unspecified  heel  sherd  and  1  unidentified  eroded  body  sherd;  both 
sherds  contained  grog  aplastic  inclusions.  The  Baytown  Plain  var.  Unspecified  sherd  dates  from  the 
Plaquemine  period. 

A  typical  shovel  test  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mound,  i.e.,  within  20  m  (65.6  ft)  of  the  earthwork,  was  excavated 
to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  one  (n=3)  or  two  strata  (n=2)  in  profile.  [CONTINUED] 
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In  the  former.  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  strong  brown  (7.5YR  5/6)  clay  to  silty  clay  that 
^r°m  Sur^ace  *°  99  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  In  the  later,  Stratum  I  was  listed  as  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR 
5/3)  silty  clay  to  clay  loam  that  reached  from  0  -  25  cmbs  (0  -  9.8  inbs),  while  Stratum  II  was  characterized  as 
a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  4/2)  silty  clay  to  clay  loam  that  ranged  from  25  -  50  cmbs  (9.8  - 19.7  inbs).  As 
mentioned  above,  none  of  the  shovel  tests  excavated  within  20  m  (65.6  ft)  of  the  mound  produced  cultural 
material  or  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits. 

_  Locus  A  at  Site  16TR19  was  relocated  approximately  60  m  (196.8  ft)  to  the  north  of  the  mound 

While  43  shovel  tests  were  excavated  within  the  bounds  of  the  locus,  only  8  shovel  tests  produced  cultural 
material.  This  material  consisted  of  1  domestic  brown  stoneware  sherd,  1  hard-paste  porcelain  sherd,  9  brick 
fragments,  1  machine-made  bottle  glass  shard,  1  machine-made  lip  glass  shard,  2  unidentified  blown-in-mold 
bottle  glass  shards,  1  unidentified  glass  shard,  3  nails,  2  pieces  of  unidentified  metal,  and  5  pieces  of  burned 
clay  lumps.  In  addition  to  this  material,  203  artifacts  also  were  recovered  from  the  surface  of  Locus  A.  These 
were  described  as  1  ceramic  doll  part,  3  domestic  brown  stoneware  sherds,  1  hard-paste  porcelain  sherd,  1 
whiteware  sherd,  1  yellowware  sherd,  46  brick  fragments,  1  “Depression”  glass  shard,  1  glass  bead,  1  cup 
bottom  molded  glass  shard,  2  flat  glass  shards,  2  machine-made  base  glass  shards,  4  machine-made  bottle 
glass  shards,  1  machine-made  lip  glass  shard,  12  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shards,  21 
unidentified  glass  shards,  1  metal  staple,  1  metal  buckle,  1  unidentified  piece  of  machinery,  7  wire  fragments, 

1  metal  zipper  part,  7  nails,  17  pieces  of  unidentified  metal,  64  pieces  of  burned  clay  lumps,  1  graphite 
battery  part,  and  1  synthetic  vehicle  part.  Diagnostic  artifacts  recovered  from  Locus  A,  including  hard-paste 
porcelain,  whiteware,  yellowware,  machine-made  glass,  peach-colored  “Depression"  glass,  and  wire  nails, 
suggested  that  this  locus  dated  from  the  nineteenth  to  the  twentieth  century.  The  recovery  architectural 
debris,  such  as  brick  fragments  and  nails,  as  well  as  domestic  artifacts,  like  refined  earthenwares,  bottle 
glass,  flat  glass,  and  a  doll  part,  indicated  that  the  locus  represented  the  remains  of  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth 
century  dwelling. 

A  typical  shovel  test  at  Locus  A  of  Site  16TR19  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and 
it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  to  clay 
that  extended  from  0-15  cmbs  (0  -  5.9  inbs);  this  deposit  was  classified  as  plowzone.  It  was  underlain  by 
Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  gray  (10YR  5/1 )  clay  that  reached  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  All 
of  the  subsurface  cultural  material  recovered  from  Locus  A  of  Site  16TR19  originated  from  Stratum  I  of  the 
site  matrix,  i.e.,  from  the  plowzone. 

Locus  B  of  Site  16TR19  was  positioned  approximately  175  m  (574.1  ft)  to  the  northeast  of  the 
mound.  A  total  of  36  shovel  tests  were  excavated  successfully  within  the  locus.  Only  4  shovel  tests,  however, 
produced  cultural  material.  This  material  was  characterized  as  1  whiteware  sherd,  17  brick  fragments,  1 
partial  brick,  2  asbestos  shingles,  1  “Depression”  glass  shard,  9  machine-made  bottle  glass  shards,  1 
machine-made  glass  lip,  20  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shards,  30  unidentified  bottle  glass 
shards,  1  unidentified  glass  shard,  2  unidentified  fire-damaged  glass  shards,  1  metal  bolt,  1  metal  hinge,  4 
wire  fragments,  1  pull  tab,  1 1  nails,  3  barbed  wire  fragments,  1  metal  clamp,  1  metal  plow  part,  23  pieces  of 
unidentified  metal,  2  charcoal  fragments,  and  1  modified  wood  fragment.  In  addition  to  this  subsurface 
material,  a  variety  of  artifacts  were  surface  collected  from  Locus  B.  These  consisted  of  1  ironstone  sherd,  1 
hard-paste  porcelain  sherd,  13  brick  fragments,  1  lamp  glass  shard,  1  machine-made  glass  base,  4  machine- 
made  bottle  glass  shards,  2  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shards,  3  unidentified  bottle  glass  shards, 

1  unidentified  glass  shard,  1  metal  pipe,  1  metal  staple,  1  piece  of  metal  agricultural  machinery,  1  metal  hook, 

1  metal  strap,  4  wire  fragments,  13  nails,  1  metal  plow  part,  11  unidentified  pieces  of  metal,  2  pieces  of 
burned  clay  lumps,  and  1  piece  of  unidentifiable  rubber  material.  Diagnostic  artifacts  recovered  from  the 
locus,  including  whiteware,  ironstone,  hard-paste  porcelain,  machine-made  bottle  glass,  Coke  bottle  glass, 
and  a  pull  tab,  suggested  that  Locus  B  may  date  as  early  as  the  nineteenth  century,  but  that  it  probably  dates 
from  the  twentieth  century.  The  recovery  of  architectural  debris,  such  as  brick  fragments,  asbestos  shingles, 
and  nails,  suggested  that  one  or  more  structures  may  have  been  present  at  [CONTINUED] 


STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
CONTINUATION  FORM 


Site  Name 


Site  Survey  Number  16TR19 


L°cus  B.  Since  the  remainder  of  the  assemblage  largely  consisted  of  metal  hardware,  machine/tool  parts, 

and  soda  bottles,  it  appeared  that  Locus  B  represented  the  remains  of  a  barn  or  some  other  agricultural  work 
station. 

A  typical  shovel  test  at  Locus  B  of  Site  16TR19  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and 
it  exhibited  one  (n=29)  or  two  (n=7)  strata  in  profile.  In  the  former,  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of 
gray  (10YR  6/1)  clay  mottled  with  strong  brown  (7.5YR  5/6)  clay  that  extended  from  0-50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs); 
this  deposit  appeared  to  represent  the  plowzone.  In  the  latter,  Stratum  I  was  listed  as  a  layer  of  grayish 
brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  to  clay  that  extended  from  0  -  20  cmbs  (0  -  7.9  inbs);  this  layer  also  was 
characterized  as  plowzone.  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  to 
clay  mottled  with  strong  brown  (7.5YR  5/6)  clay  that  ranged  from  20  -  50  cmbs  (7.9  -  19.7  inbs).  The 

subsurface  cultural  material  recovered  from  Locus  B  originated  from  Stratum  I  (n=73)  and  Stratum  II  (n=61) 
of  the  site  matrix. 

A  variety  of  data  pertaining  to  Site  16TR19  was  collected  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation.  In 
addition  to  revisiting  the  previously  documented  mound  and  nearby  domestic  habitation  site  (Locus  A),  a 
second  historic  period  component  (Locus  B)  also  was  identified.  The  mound  itself  was  in  excellent  condition. 
It  was  characterized  as  pyramidal  in  configuration  and  it  measured  20  to  25  m  (65.6  to  82.0  ft)  in 
circumference  by  6.1  to  7.6  m  (20  to  25  ft)  in  height.  Although  only  one  diagnostic  prehistoric  period  artifact,  a 
Baytown  Plain  var.  Unspecified  ceramic  sherd,  was  recovered  during  survey,  previous  work  at  the  site  by 
Mclntire  (1958),  Altscul  (1978),  and  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  suggests  that  the  prehistoric  component  of 
Site  16TR19  dates  from  the  Coles  Creek  through  Mississippian  periods  and  that  the  mound  was  constructed 
during  the  Plaquemine  period.  Furthermore,  Weinstein  and  Kelley  note  that  "features,  such  as  pits  and 
postmlds,  undoubtedly  exist  beneath  the  plowzone"  at  the  site  (Weinstein  and  Kelley  1992:  171).  None  of  the 
data  collected  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation  refute  that  hypothesis.  These  results  confirm  the 
previous  assessment  of  the  prehistoric  component  at  Site  16TR19  as  eligible  for  nomination  to  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  under  Criterion  D  (36  CFR  60.4  [d]).  Avoidance  or  mitigation  of  the  prehistoric 
component  of  the  site  is  recommended. 

The  historic  period  component  of  Site  16TR19  incorporated  two  discrete  loci.  Locus  A  was 
characterized  as  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  artifact  scatter  that  represented  the  remains  of  a  domestic 
dwelling.  Locus  B  was  positioned  immediately  to  the  northeast  of  Locus  A;  it  consisted  of  a  possibly  late 
nineteenth  but  more  likely  twentieth  century  artifact  scatter  that  delimited  the  location  of  a  barn  or  other 
agricultural  work  station.  It  is  likely  that  Locus  A  and  Locus  B  represent  discrete  components,  i.e.,  domestic 
and  agricultural,  of  the  same  farm  complex.  Although  all  of  the  cultural  material  recovered  from  Locus  A 
originated  from  the  surface  or  from  plowzone  contexts,  artifacts  were  recovered  from  below  the  plowzone  at 
Locus  B.  In  addition,  the  density  of  the  surface  material  at  both  loci  was  high.  These  results  suggest  that 
intact  cultural  deposits  or  cultural  features  associated  with  the  historic  period  component  at  Site  16TR19  may 
be  present  at  Loci  A  and  B.  These  results  demonstrate  that  the  historic  period  component  of  Site  16TR19, 
i.e.,  Loci  A  and  B,  may  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Avoidance  or  additional  testing  to  determine  the 
significance  of  the  historic  period  component  at  the  site  is  recommended. 
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STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
SITE  UPDATE  FORM 


LOCATIONAL  DATA 

SITE  NAME:  Bayou  Sale  #1  STATE  SURVEY  NO.:  16TR26 

OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS: 

SITE  LOCATION  AND  APPROACH:  The  previously  reported  location  of  Site  16TR26  is  on  the  west  bank  of 

ayou  Sale  approximately  0.8  km  (0.5  mi)  to  the  southeast  of  the  confluence  of  that  distributary  and  Four 
Point  Bayou. 

PARISH:  Terrebonne  Parish. 

Section  37  (irregular)  Township  20S  Range  17E 
USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Quitman,  La  1994 
UTM  COORDINATES: 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES: 


PHYSICAL  SETTING 

LANDFORM:  The  previously  reported  location  of  Site  16TR26  occupies  a  natural  levee  along  Bayou  Sale. 
GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Subsidence. 

ELEVATION  AND  RELIEF:  The  previously  reported  location  of  Site  16TR26  lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3 
ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  this  area  is  flat. 

NEAREST  WATER:  Bayou  Sale. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  The  previously  reported  location  of  Site  16TR26  is  along  the 
west  bank  of  Bayou  Sale  between  the  bayou  and  an  interdistributary  wetland. 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Mhoon  silt  loam,  low  phase. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  16TR23. 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


SITE  DESCRIPTION:  Site  16TR26,  a  prehistoric  period  shell  midden,  previously  was  recorded  by  Mclntire  in 
1952  and  subsequently  it  was  revisited  by  Altschul  in  1978  (Altschul  1978).  The  site  is  located  on  the  west 
bank  of  Bayou  Sale  approximately  0.8  km  (0.5  mi)  to  the  southeast  of  the  confluence  of  that  distributary  and 
Four  Point  Bayou.  The  site  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft) 
NGVD.  The  site  is  positioned  between  Bayou  Sale  to  the  east  and  an  interdistributary  wetland  to  the  west. 

In  1952,  Mclntire  characterized  Site  16TR26  as  a  small  shell  midden  with  an  unidentified 
cultural/temporal  affiliation  and  he  noted  that  the  site  was  eroding  into  Bayou  Sale.  Later,  when  Altschul 
(1978)  visited  Site  16TR26  in  1978,  he  stated  that  the  site  was  destroyed  or  submerged,  but  he  identified  a 
scatter  of  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  along  the  west  bank  of  Bayou  Sale;  five  plain  body  sherds  were  surface 
collected  from  the  scatter.  No  evidence  of  a  shell  midden  was  reported.  A  total  of  four  shovel  tests  were 
excavated  within  the  ceramic  scatter  to  depths  of  approximately  35  cmbs  (13.8  inbs);  1  m  (3.3  ft)  deep  core 
samples  were  excavated  at  the  base  of  each  shovel  test.  None  of  the  shovel  tests  or  core  samples  produced 
cultural  material  or  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits.  None-the-less,  since  Altschul  (1978)  assumed  that 
Site  16TR26  may  be  a  submerged  cultural  resource,  he  assessed  the  site  as  potentially  significant. 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  unsuccessfully  attempted  to  relocate  Site  16TR26  during 
Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study.  A  total  of  24  shovel  tests  were  excavated  at  25  m  (82.0  ft)  intervals  in  an  area  measuring 
100  x  150  m  (328.1  x  492.1  ft)  in  size  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mapped  location  of  the  site.  None  of  these  shovel 
tests  produced  cultural  material  or  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits.  In  addition,  no  cultural  material  was 
observed  on  the  surface  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mapped  location  of  the  site.  These  results  suggest  that  Site 
16TR26  has  been  destroyed.  This  interpretation  is  consistent  with  the  findings  of  Mclntire,  who  reported  in 
1952  that  the  site  was  eroding  into  Bayou  Sale,  and  Atlschul  (1978),  who  reported  in  1978  that  the  site  was 
either  submerged  or  destroyed.  No  additional  testing  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  16TR26  is  recommended. 

SITE  SIZE:  According  to  Altschul  (1978),  Site  16TFt26  measured  25  m  (82.0  ft)  in  length  along  Bayou  Sale. 

CONFIGURATION: 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  No  cultural  materials  were  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current 
investigation. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  No  evidence  of  Site  16TR26  was  identified  as  a  result  of  the 
current  investigation. 

FEATURES:  None  were  identified  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  No  evidence  of  Site  16TR26  was  identified  as  a  result  of  the  current 
investigation.  Mclntire  (1952)  and  Altschul  (1978)  both  listed  the  site  as  prehistoric  with  an  unidentified 
cultural  affiliation. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Destroyed. 

PRESENT  USE:  Pature. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Past  and  present  impacts  include  plowing,  erosion,  and  subsidence. 

COLLECTIONS 

SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  and  systematic  shovel  testing. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  No  cultural  material  was  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation. 
Altschul  (1978)  previously  recovered  5  plain  body  sherds  from  the  site. 


SITE  EVALUATION 


RESEARCH  POTENTIAL:  None. 

STATE  OR  NATIONAL  REGISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  No  evidence  of  Site  16TR26  was  identified  as  a  result  of 
the  current  investigation. 


RECOMMENDATIONS:  No  additional  testing  in  the  vicinity  of  the  previously  mapped  location  of  Site  16TR26 
is  recommended. 


RECORDS 

OWNER/TENANT  AND  ADDRESS:  Unknown. 

INFORMANTS:  None. 

PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  Mclntire  (1952);  Altschul  (1978). 

COLLECTIONS  AND  AVAILABILITY:  No  cultural  material  was  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current 
investigation. 

PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and 
Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon  completion 
of  the  project. 


REFERENCES: 

Robblee,  Patrick  P .,  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 

RECORDED  BY:  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  M.A.,  Assistant  Project  Manager 
Patrick  P.  Robblee,  M.A.,  Project  Manager 
R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc. 

5824  Plauche  Street 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70123 


DATE:  December  10,  1999. 
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STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
SITE  UPDATE  FORM 


LOCATIONAL  DATA 

SITE  NAME:  The  St.  Eloie  Plant  Site  STATE  SURVEY  NO.:  16TR3 

OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS: 

SITE  LOCATION  AND  APPROACH:  Site  16TR3  is  located  approximately  1.4  km  (0.9  mi)  west  of  State 
Road  315. 

PARISH:  Terrebonne  Parish. 

Section  30  Township  18S  Range  17E 
USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Theriot,  La  (1994). 

UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  1 5  E716898  N3262436 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES: 

PHYSICAL  SETTING 

LANDFORM:  Site  16TR3  is  located  on  the  Marmande  Ridge  distributary  natural  levee 
GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Alluviation. 

ELEVATION  AND  RELIEF:  Site  16TR3  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1 .5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site  vicinity 
is  flat. 

NEAREST  WATER:  Site  16TR3  is  located  1 .4  km  (0.9  mi)  west  of  Bayou  duLarge. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN: 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Sharkey  clay;  Mhoon  silty  clay  loam. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Sugarcane. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  16TR19. 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


SITE  DESCRIPTION:  Site  16TR3,  a  prehistoric  periodshell  midden  and  artifact  scatter,  originally  was 
identified  in  1952  by  Mclntire;  it  subsequently  was  revisited  in  1978  by  Altschul  (1978)  and  again  in  1992  by 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992:296).  The  site  is  located  in  irregular  Section  30,  of  Township  18S,  Range  17E;  it 
is  positioned  along  the  Marmande  Ridge  distributary  natural  levee  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1 .2  m  (4  ft) 
NGVD.  Bayou  duLarge  is  situated  approximately  1 .4  km  (0.9  mi)  to  the  east  of  the  site.  Since  it  first  was 
recorded,  several  discrepancies  in  the  actual  location  of  Site  16TR3,  as  well  as  its  relationship  to  Site 
16TR19,  a  nearby  prehistoric  mound  site,  have  been  reported. 

In  1952,  Mclntire  described  Site  16TR3  as  a  prehistoric  period  shell  midden  located  in  a  cultivated 
sugarcane  field;  he  stated  that  the  integrity  of  the  site  nearly  had  been  destroyed  by  repeated  plowing 
associated  with  sugarcane  cultivation  (Mclntire  1958).  In  the  original  site  map,  Mclntire  plotted  Site  16TR3 
along  the  Marmande  Ridge  and  approximately  200  to  300  m  (656  to  984  ft)  southwest  of  Site  16TR19. 

When  Site  16TR3  was  revisited  by  Altschul  (1978)  in  1978,  he  identified  a  large  scatter  of  prehistoric 
and  historic  period  cultural  material  situated  east  of  Site  16TR19  along  the  west  bank  of  Bayou  duLarge.  This 
scatter  contained  a  variety  of  Plaquemine  and  Mississippian  period  ceramic  sherds,  faunal  material,  daub, 
prehistoric  lithic  artifacts,  and  historic  period  cultural  material.  Altschul  reasoned  that  this  material  was 
associated  with  Site  16TR3  given  its  close  proximity  to  Site  16TR19,  even  though  the  artifact  scatter  he 
identified  was  not  situated  precisely  in  the  same  location  described  by  Mclntire.  In  his  analysis,  Altschul 
combined  the 
[CONTINUED] 

SITE  SIZE:  30  x  50  m  (98.4  x  164  ft). 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  Low. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  Artifacts  only  were  recovered  from  the  surface  at  Site  16TR3.  A 
typical  shovel  test  at  the  site,  however,  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two 
strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  represented  the  plowzone  and  it  was  described  as  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR 
5/2)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  surface  to  an  average  depth  of  19  cmbs  (7.5  inbs).  It  was  underlain  by 
Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  light  brownish  gray  (10YR  6/2)  clay  that  reached  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  50  cmbs 
(19.7  inbs).  None  of  the  shovel  tests  at  Site  16TR3  produced  cultural  material  or  evidence  of  intact  cultural 
deposits. 

FEATURES:  None. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  Plaquemine  period 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Site  16TR3  has  been  destroyed  by  repeated  plowing  associated 
with  sugarcane  cultivation. 

PRESENT  USE:  The  site  area  currently  is  used  as  a  cultivated  field. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Present  impacts  include  plowing  associated  with  sugarcane 
cultivation.  Future  impacts  include  continued  plowing  as  well  as  proposed  levee  construction. 

COLLECTIONS 

SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  and  systematic  shovel  testing. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  Only  two  artifacts  were  recovered  from  Site  16TR3.  These  were  described 
as  1  Plaquemine  Brushed  var.  unspecified  body  sherd  and  1  unidentified  eroded  body  sherd. 


SITE  EVALUATION 


REGEAR^H  POTENTIAL:  Site  16TR3  lacks  integrity  and  research  potential. 

°"NAJ,?NAL  REGISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  Site  16TR3  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance 
as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

RECOMMENDATIONS:  No  additional  testing  of  Site  16TR3  is  recommended. 


RECORDS 

OWNER/TENANT  AND  ADDRESS:  Unknown. 
INFORMANTS:  None. 


PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  Mclntire  (1952),  Altschul  (1978),  and  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992). 

COLLECTIONS  AND  AVAILABILITY:  Artifacts  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation  will  be 
curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and  Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development, 
Division  of  Archeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 

PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  Photographs  and  maps  produced  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation  will 
be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and  Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural 
Development,  Division  of  Archeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 

REFERENCES.  Patrick  P.  Robblee,  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study.  To  be  submitted  to  the  U  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New 
Orleans  District,  upon  project  completion. 

RECORDED  BY:  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  M.A.,  and  Patrick  P.  Robblee,  M.A.,  R.P.A, 

DATE:  May  28,  1999 
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cultural  material  collected  from  the  artifact  scatter  he  identified  with  artifacts  recovered  from  Site  16TR19  and 
he  determined  that  the  prehistoric  occupations  at  both  sites  were  contemporary.  Altschul  subsequently 
modified  the  state  site  record  form  to  reflect  the  association  between  Sites  16TR3  and  16TR19  and  he 
assessed  the  combined  sites  as  significant  (Altschul  1978). 

During  their  1992  investigation,  Weinstein  and  Kelly  (1992)  became  aware  of  the  reported 
discrepancies  regarding  the  location  of  Site  16TR3  and  its  relationship  to  Site  16TR19.  After  reviewing  the 
site  documentation  provided  by  Mclntire  and  Altschul,  they  determined  that  the  artifact  scatter 
identified  by  Altschul  did  not  conform  to  the  site  location  or  description  previously  reported  by  Mclntire. 
Instead,  they  argued  that  the  artifact  scatter  identified  by  Altschul  (1978)  represented  a  new,  distinct  site  and 
it  was  assigned  the  trinomial  16TR218.  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  subsequently  restored  Mclntire’s  original 
description  to  Site  16TR3.  As  part  of  their  investigation,  they  reanalyzed  artifacts  previously  recovered  from 
Site  16TR3  and  they  determined  that  the  site  dated  from  the  Baytown  or  Marksville  periods.  Although 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  attempted  to  relocate  Site  16TR3  to  collect  additional  data,  no  evidence  of  the 
site  was  identified  during  their  field  survey. 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  relocated  Site  16TR3,  as  plotted  by  Mclntire  in  1952  and 
Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  in  1992,  in  a  cultivated  sugarcane  field  during  Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey 
and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study  in  the  spring  of  1999.  A 
total  of  15  shovel  tests  were  excavated  in  the  mapped  vicinity  of  the  site.  While  none  of  these  shovel  tests 
produced  cultural  material,  two  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  were  surface  collected  from  the  site.  These  were 
described  as  1  Plaquemine  Brushed  war.  unspecified  body  sherd  and  1  unidentified  eroded  body  sherd.  The 
former  dated  from  the  Plaquemine  period,  while  the  latter  was  not  culturaliy/temporally  diagnostic.  No 
additional  cultural  material  was  observed  on  the  surface  of  the  site. 

While  Site  16TR3  previously  was  characterized  as  a  prehistoric  shell  midden,  only  two  prehistoric 
ceramic  sherds  were  recovered  from  the  site  as  a  result  of  the  1999  investigation.  No  evidence  of  the  midden 
deposit  was  identified  during  survey.  These  results  are  consistent  with  those  obtained  by  Weinstein  and 
Kelley  (1992),  who  failed  to  relocate  the  site  in  1992.  In  addition,  the  site  area  has  been  impacted  by 
repeated  plowing  associated  with  sugarcane  cultivation.  In  fact,  Mclntire  reported  in  1952  that  the  site  had 
been  destroyed  by  plowing.  The  limited  assemblage,  the  low  artifact  density,  and  the  absence  of  intact 
cultural  deposits  and  the  previously  identified  shell  midden  demonstrate  that  Site  16TR3  lacks  integrity  and 
research  potential.  This  site  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Site  16TR3  is 
recommended. 
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STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
SITE  UPDATE  FORM 

LOCATIONAL  DATA 

SITE  NAME:  Point  au  Chien  #2  STATE  SURVEY  NO.:  16TR33 

OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS: 

SITE  LOCATION  AND  APPROACH:  Site  16TR33  is  located  300  m  (984  ft)  west  of  Louisiana  Highway  655. 
PARISH:  Terrebonne  Parish. 

Section  No  section  number  Township  19S  Range  20E 
USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Bully  Camp,  La  1994 
UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  15  E746069  N3258934 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES: 

PHYSICAL  SETTING 

LANDFORM:  Site  16TR33  is  located  atop  a  subsided  natural  levee. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Subsidence. 

ELEVATION  AND  RELIEF:  Site  16TR33  lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD;  Site  16TR33  consists  of  a 
mound  that  extends  approximately  2  m  (6.56  ft)  above  the  surrounding  grade. 

NEAREST  WATER:  Bayou  Pointe  au  Chien  is  located  250  m  (820  ft)  to  the  east  of  Site  16TR33. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  Site  16TR33  is  positioned  between  the  Bayou  Pointe  au  Chien 
natural  levee  and  an  interdistributary  wetland. 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Sharkey  clay,  low  phase; 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee/backswamp  communities,  especially  live  oak. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee/backswamp  communities. 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  Site  16LF108. 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


DESCRIPTION:  Site  16TR33  is  located  on  a  subsided  natural  levee  approximately  250  m  (820  ft)  west  of 
Bayou  Pointe  au  Chien  and  2.8  km  (1.7  mi)  northwest  of  the  intersection  of  that  bayou  and  Cutoff  Canal.  The  site 
consists  of  a  small,  truncated  earthwork  with  an  unidentified  prehistoric  cultural  affiliation.  The  area  surrounding 
the  site  has  been  transformed  into  freshwater  marsh  due  to  subsidence  in  the  site  vicinity.  Currently,  Site  16TR33 
lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD,  and  the  crest  of  the  mound  rises  approximately  2  m  (6.56  ft)  above  the 
surrounding  water. 

Originally  recorded  by  Mclntire  and  Kniffen  in  1952  based  on  information  provided  by  Randolph  Bazet,  the 
mound  at  Site  16TR33  then  was  characterized  as  slightly  elongated  around  the  base  and  truncated  on  the  top'  the 
mound  dimensions  were  recorded  as  9.1  m  (30  ft)  in  length  by  6.1  m  (20  ft)  in  width  by  2.1  m  (7  ft)  in  height.  In 
addition  to  the  mound,  a  brick  structure  also  was  reported  at  the  site.  No  subsurface  testing  was  conducted  at  the 
site  as  a  result  of  this  investigation. 

Altschul  (1978)  revisited  Site  16TR33  in  1978  and  he  excavated  a  series  of  shovel  tests  around  the  base  of 
the  mound  and  in  the  surrounding  natural  levee  deposits;  in  addition,  two  test  units  were  excavated  into  the  side  of 
the  mound.  Cultural/faunal  material  was  recovered  from  both  of  the  units  excavated  at  the  site.  This  material 
consisted  of  1  French  Fork  Incised  var.  Iberville  ceramic  sherd  and  10  faunal  specimens;  the  faunal  material  was 
identified  as  bobcat  ( Lynx  rufus ;  n=1),  unidentifiable  mammal  (n=1),  brackish  water  clam  (Rangia  cuneata;  n=7) 
and  Virginia  oyster  ( Crassostrea  virginica\  n=1).  The  majority  of  the  faunal  material  originated  from  a  buried 
deposit  of  dark  sandy  clay  loam  that  Altschul  (1978)  identified  as  a  midden.  While  only  one  prehistoric  ceramic 
sherd  was  recovered,  Altschul  suggested  that  Site  16TR33  probably  dated  from  the  late  Plaquemine  period.  The 
site  was  assessed  as  significant,  and  preservation  of  the  mound  was  recommended  (Altschul  1978).  [CONTINUED] 

SITE  SIZE:  Site  16TR33  measures  24  m  (79  ft)  in  length  by  23  m  (75  ft)  in  width  by  2.5  m  (8  ft)  in  height. 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  N/A. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  A  total  of  six  shovel  tests  were  excavated  on  the  mound  at  Site 
16TR33  during  survey.  A  typical  shovel  test  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  32  cmbs  (12.6  inbs)  and  it  exhibited 
only  a  single  stratum  (Stratum  I)  in  profile.  This  stratum  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR 
3/3)  sandy  clay  loam  and  it  extended  to  the  water  table.  None  of  the  shovel  tests  produced  cultural  or  faunal 
material. 

FEATURES:  Mound. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  Undetermined  prehistoric,  possibly  late  Plaquemine  period. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Site  16TR33  is  in  good  condition. 

PRESENT  USE:  Site  16TR33  is  located  at  the  interface  of  a  subsiding  natural  levee  and  an  interdistributary 
wetland.  The  identification  of  the  remains  of  a  dock  at  the  site  suggest  that  the  site  may  used  for  recreational 
boating/fishing/hunting. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Past  impacts  at  Site  16TR33  include  construction  (Mclntire  and  Kniffen 
identified  a  brick  structure  at  Site  16TR33  in  1952  and  a  small  depression  was  identified  on  top  of  the  mound 
as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation)  and  subsidence.  Future  impacts  include  levee  construction. 

COLLECTIONS 


SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  augmented  by  shovel  testing  and  probing. 
DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  No  artifacts  were  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation. 


SITE  EVALUATION 


RESEARCH  POTENTIAL:  Site  16TR33  possesses  research  potential  as  an  intact  prehistoric  (possibly  late 
Plaquemine  period)  mound.  y 

STATE  OR  NATIONAL  REGISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  Site  16TR33  is  eligible  for  inclusion  on  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  under  Criterion  D  (36  CFR  60.4  [d]). 

RECOMMENDATIONS:  Mitigation  or  avoidance  of  Site  16TR33  is  recommended. 


RECORDS 


OWNER/TENANT  AND  ADDRESS:  Pointe  au  Chien  State  Wildlife  Management  Area. 

INFORMANTS:  None. 

PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  Mclntire  and  Kniffen  (1952);  Altschul  (1978). 

AND  AVAILABILITY:  No  cultural  material  was  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current 

investigation. 

PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and 
Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon  completion 
of  the  project. 


REFERENCES: 

Robblee,  Patrick  P„  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 

RECORDED  BY:  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  M.A.,  Assistant  Project  Manager 
Patrick  P.  Robblee,  M.A.,  Project  Manager 
R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc. 

5824  Plauche  Street 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70123 


DATE:  December  7,  1999. 


STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
CONTINUATION  FORM 


Site  Name — Pointe  au  Chien  #2 _  Site  Survey  Number  16TR33 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  revisited  Site  16TR33  during  Phase  I  cultural  resources 
survey  and  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study.  The  site  was  visible  as  a  small 
cluster  of  Live  Oak  trees  from  Louisiana  Highway  665.  The  dimensions  of  the  mound  were  recorded  as  24  m 
(79  ft)  in  length  by  23  m  (75  ft)  in  width  by  2.5  m  (8  ft)  in  height.  A  small  depression  measuring  5  m  (16  ft)  in 
length  by  3  m  (10  ft)  in  width  by  0.75  m  (2.46  ft)  in  depth  was  found  in  the  center  of  the  mound.  While  no 
evidence  of  the  brick  structure  previously  reported  by  Mclntire  and  Kniffen  was  identified,  the  depression  on 
the  mound  may  have  been  associated  with  that  structure.  Alternatively,  the  depression  may  represent 
evidence  of  an  attempt  to  loot  the  site.  Portions  of  a  modern,  wooden  dock  also  were  observed  scattered  on 
the  mound  structure. 

Fieldwork  at  Site  16TR33  consisted  of  pedestrian  survey  augmented  by  systematic  shovel  testing 
and  probing.  A  total  of  six  shovel  tests  were  excavated  on  the  mound  during  survey.  A  typical  shovel  test  was 
excavated  to  a  depth  of  32  cmbs  (12.6  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  only  a  single  stratum  (Stratum  I)  in  profile.  This 
stratum  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR  3/3)  sandy  clay  loam  and  it  extended  to  the  water 
table.  None  of  the  shovel  tests  produced  cultural  or  faunal  material.  In  addition  to  the  shovel  testing, 
systematic  probing  was  conducted  at  5  m  (16.4  ft)  intervals  around  the  base  of  the  mound.  No  evidence  of 
buried  cultural  deposits  was  identified  during  the  probing. 

With  the  exception  of  the  depression  mentioned  above,  the  mound  structure  at  Site  16TR33  is  in 
good  condition.  Although  no  cultural  material  was  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation,  previous 
work  at  the  site  by  Altschul  (1978)  suggested  that  an  intact  midden  deposit  may  be  present  at  the  site.  The 
failure  of  the  Current  investigation  to  document  this  midden  may  be  due  to  subsidence  in  the  site  vicinity.  Over 
20  years  have  elapsed  between  Altschul’s  visit  to  the  site  in  1978  and  the  fieldwork  completed  as  a  result  of 
the  current  study.  Consequently,  the  midden  deposit  may  be  deeply  buried  at  the  site.  The  presence  of  an 
intact  mound  and  the  possibility  of  deeply  buried  cultural  deposits  at  Site  16TR33  affirms  Altschul’s  (1978) 
previous  assessment  of  the  site  as  significant.  Mitigation  or  avoidance  of  Site  16TR33  is  recommended. 
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STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
SITE  UPDATE  FORM 


LOCATIONAL  DATA 


SITE  NAME:  Old  Bridge 
OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS: 


STATE  SURVEY  NO.:  16TR71 


SITE  LOCATION  AND  APPROACH:  Site  16TR71  is  located  west  of  Louisiana  Highway  315  at  the 
confluence  of  Bayou  du  Large  and  Small  Bayou  La  Pointe. 

PARISH:  Terrebonne  Parish 


Section  24  Township  19S  Range  16E 

USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Theriot.  LA  1994 

UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  15  E714766  N3255268 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES: 


PHYSICAL  SETTING 

LANDFORM:  Site  16TR71  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Subsidence. 

ELEVATION  AND  RELIEF:  Site  16TR71  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.5  (5  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site  vicinity  is 
flat.  ' 

NEAREST  WATER:  The  site  is  positioned  at  the  confluence  of  Bayou  du  Large  and  Small  Bayou  La  Point. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  Site  16TR71  is  positioned  between  Bayou  du  Large  and 
Terrebonne  Parish  Road  111. 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Mhoon  silty  clay  loam. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  16TR51. 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


SITE  DESCRIPTION:  Site  16TR71,  a  Plaquemine  period  artifact  scatter  overlain  by  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth 
century  historic  period  artifact  scatter,  is  located  at  the  confluence  of  Bayou  du  Large  and  Small  Bayou  La 
Pointe.  The  site  is  positioned  on  the  west  bank  of  Bayou  du  Large  approximately  20  m  (65.6  ft)  to  the  west  of 
Louisiana  Highway  315.  Site  16TR71  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  less 
than  1.5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD.  The  site  area  has  been  impacted  severely  by  modem  development.  A  bridge 
extending  across  Bayou  du  Large  is  situated  immediately  south  of  the  site,  and  several  paved  thoroughfares, 
including  Louisiana  Highway  315,  flank  the  site  to  the  south  and  east.  Residential  development  also  has 
occurred  in  the  area  just  north  of  the  site.  Lastly,  local  informants  have  reported  that  Bayou  du  Large  has 
been  dredged  repeatedly  in  the  vicinity  of  the  site  (Brown  et  al.  1997).  [CONTINUED] 

SITE  SIZE:  45  x  60  m. 

CONFIGURATION:.  Circular. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  Moderate 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  A  typical  shovel  test  at  Site  16TR71  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of 
50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  described  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown 
(10YR  3/4)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  surface  to  an  average  depth  of  29  cmbs  (11.4  inbs).  It  was 
underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  loam;  this  layer  extended  from  the  base  of 
Stratum  I  to  a  maximum  excavated  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  Cultural  and  faunal  material  was  recovered 
from  Stratum  I  (n=95)  and  Stratum  II  (n=28)  of  the  site  matrix.  While  a  small  number  of  prehistoric  artifacts 
were  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=2;  11  percent),  the  majority  originated  from  Stratum  II  (n=16;  89  percent). 
Conversely,  a  majority  of  the  historic  period  artifacts  originated  from  Stratum  I  of  the  site  matrix  (n=80;  92 
percent)  and  only  a  minority  were  recovered  from  Stratum  II  (n=7;  8  percent).  The  faunal  material 
predominantly  was  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=13;  n=72  percent),  but  some  originated  from  Stratum  II  (n=5, 
28  percent). 

FEATURES:  None. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  The  prehistoric  component  of  the  site  dates  from  the  Late 
Plaquemine/Mississippian  periods.  The  historic  component  of  the  site  dates  from  the  nineteenth  to  the 
twentieth  century. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Fair  to  poor. 

PRESENT  USE:  Residential  area. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Site  16TR71  has  been  impacted  by  residential  development  and 
erosion.  Future  impacts  include  levee  construction  and  additional  development. 


COLLECTIONS 

SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  and  systematic  shovel  testing. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  During  survey,  1 1  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds,  87  historic  period  artifacts, 
and  18  faunal  specimens  were  recovered  from  the  site. 


SITE  EVALUATION 


RESEARCH  POTENTIAL:  Site  16TR71  may  possess  research  potential. 


STATE  OR  NATIONAL  REGISTER  ELIGIBILITY: 

National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 


Site  16TR71  may  be  eligible  for  nomination  to  the 


RECOMMENDATIONS:  Avoidance  or  additional  (Phase  II)  testing  of  Site  16TR71  is  recommended 


RECORDS 

OWNER/TENANT  AND  ADDRESS:  Unknown. 
INFORMANTS:  None. 


PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  Mclntire  1958;  Altschul  1978;  Weinstein  and  Kelley  1992. 

AVA,LABIL,TY:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture  Recreation 
compl^iorfof'the^roject.  ^U^Ura*  ,  Division  of  Archaeoiogy,  Baton  Rouge.  Louisiana  upTn 


PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department 
ourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge, 


of  Culture,  Recreation,  and 
,  Louisiana  upon  completion 
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one  name -  Site  Survey  Number  16TR71 

Site  16TR71  first  was  located  by  Randolph  Bazet  in  1953  and  it  was  recorded  by  Mclntire  (1958)  in 
1958.  Mclntire  characterized  the  site  as  a  Plaquemine  period  shell  midden  based  on  diagnostic  cultural 
material  he  was  given  by  Bazet  (Mclntire  1958).  Altschul  (1978)  relocated  Site  16TR71  in  1978.  He  described 
the  site  as  a  scatter  of  oyster  shell  and  prehistoric  and  historic/modern  period  cultural  material  that  extended 
along  the  west  bank  of  Bayou  du  Large.  A  local  resident,  Mr.  Norman  Frederick,  informed  Altschul  that  a 
second  bridge  extending  across  Bayou  du  Large  once  was  located  at  Site  16TR71  but  it  since  had  been 
destroyed.  Consequently,  Altschul  argued  that  the  cultural  and  faunal  material  present  at  Site  16TR71 
represented  spoil  deposited  during  the  construction  of  the  bridge.  Since  he  believed  that  the  artifacts  present 
at  the  site  did  not  represent  a  primary  deposit  of  cultural  material,  Altschul  assessed  Site  16TR71  as  not 
significant  (Altschul  1978). 

Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  attempted  to  relocate  Site  16TR71  in  1991.  At  that  time,  Mr.  Frederick 
again  was  interviewed,  but  this  time  he  stated  that  there  never  was  a  second  bridge  across  Bayou  du  Large 
at  the  site.  Consequently,  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  revised  Altschul’s  (1978)  interpretation  of  the  site. 
Where  Altschul  had  characterized  the  scatter  of  faunal  material  and  artifacts  as  spoil  associated  with  the 
construction  of  a  bridge,  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  determined  that  the  site  represented  a  primary  deposit 
of  cultural  material.  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  also  refined  Mclntire’s  (1958)  analysis  of  the  prehistoric 
period  cultural  material  previously  recovered  from  the  site.  They  argued  that  the  site  dated  principally  from 
the  late  Plaquemine  period,  but  they  also  identified  possible  Coles  Creek  and  proto-historic  (possibly 
Houmas)  components.  Athough  they  attempted  to  relocate  the  site,  Weinstein  and  Kelley  (1992)  observed 
only  a  few  shells  at  Site  16TR71 .  They  argued  that  erosion  along  the  bank  of  Bayou  du  Large  (a  loss  of  up  to 
4.6  -  6.1  m  [15  -  20  ft]  of  bankline  over  the  last  80  years  according  to  Mr.  Frederick)  had  destroyed  the  site. 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  revisited  Site  16TR71  during  Phase  I  cultural  resources 
survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study.  The  site,  now 
positioned  at  the  southern  end  of  a  recent  residential  development,  was  examined  to  test  for  evidence  of 
intact  cultural  deposits.  In  addition  to  a  small  bridge  house  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the  site,  a  modern 
mobile  home  was  recorded  within  the  limits  of  the  site.  Site  16TR71  is  bounded  to  the  north  by  a  residential 
dwelling,  to  the  south  by  Terrebonne  Parish  Road  111,  to  the  east  by  Jane  Lynne  Court,  and  to  the  west  by 
Bayou  du  Large. 

Fieldwork  at  Site  16TR71  consisted  of  pedestrian  survey  augmented  by  systematic  shovel  testing.  A 
total  of  16  shovel  tests  were  excavated  to  define  the  horizontal  and  vertical  boundaries  of  the  site.  While  13 
shovel  tests  fell  within  the  site  boundary,  only  11  shovel  tests  produced  cultural  or  faunal  material.  This 
material  was  characterized  as  17  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds,  1  prehistoric  period  lithic  artifact,  87 
historic  period  artifacts,  and  18  faunal  specimens.  No  cultural  material  was  observed  or  collected  from  the 
surface  of  the  site. 

The  prehistoric  cultural  material  recovered  from  Site  16TR71  was  listed  as  2  Baytown  Plain  var. 
Cataoautche  sherds,  3  Baytown  Plain  var.  Unspecified  sherds,  1  Buras  Incised  var.  Unspecified  sherd,  3 
Fatherland  Incised  var.  Unspecified  sherds,  1  Maddox  Engraved  var.  Barataria  sherd,  1  Plaquemine  Brushed 
var.  Unspecified  sherd,  6  unidentified  prehistoric  sherds,  and  1  unmodified  chert  flake.  Diagnostic  prehistoric 
period  ceramic  artifacts  recovered  from  the  site,  including  Plaquemine  Brushed  var.  Unspecified,  Baytown 
Plain  var.  Cataoautche,  Buras  Incised  var.  Unspecified,  Fatherland  Incised  var.  Unspecified,  and  Maddox 
Engraved  var.  Barataria,  suggested  that  the  prehistoric  component  of  the  site  dated  from  the  Late 
Plaquemine/Mississippian  periods.  The  lithic  artifact  recovered  from  the  site  was  not  diagnostic. 

The  historic  period  artifacts  recovered  from  Site  16TR71  were  described  as  13  ceramic  sherds  (1 
domestic  brown  stoneware  sherd,  1  hard  paste  porcelain  sherd,  10  whiteware  sherds,  and  1  yellowware 
sherd),  17  brick  fragments,  1  bone  button,  30  glass  shards  (1  “Depression”  glass  shard,  16  flat  glass  shards, 
1  lamp  glass  shard,  2  machine-made  bottle  glass  shards,  1  pressed,  glass  shard,  1  unidentified  blown-in- 
mold  glass  shard,  and  8  unidentified  glass  shards),  23  metal  objects  or  fragments  (1  barbed  wire  fragment,  1 
bolt,  1  buckle,  1  lid,  1 1  nails,  2  pieces  of  sheet  metal,  and  6  unidentified  metal  fragments),  1  fired  clay  lump, 
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d, 2  P ece.s  °f  pastlf'  Diagnostic  specimens,  including  hard  paste  porcelain,  whiteware,  yellowware 
Sr  ?  9  S;  amethyst'Co'ored  glass,  machine  cut  nails,  and  wire  nails,  indicated  that  the 

storic  period  component  of  Site  16TR71  dated  from  the  nineteenth  to  the  twentieth  centuries  The  recovery 

eSn  SU,Ch  as  briCk  fragments  and  nails  as  wel1  as  domestic  artifacts  such  as  refined 

earthenwares  and  bottle  glass  implied  that  a  dwelling  may  have  been  present  at  the  site 

ThVaunal  ,matfial  recovered  from  Site  16TR71  consisted  of  3  pieces  listed  as  Virginia  oyster 
(Crassostrea  virgmica),  3  specimens  identified  as  muskrat  ( Ondatra  zibethicus),  5  bones  listed  as  unidentified 
mammal,  3  examples  catalogued  as  American  alligator  (Alligator  mississipiensis),  and  4  specimens 

6Mhd  T  Un'l  en?fied  vertebrata-  None  of  the  faunal  material  had  been  modified.  The  most  interesting 

mportL  afa^hell  middenaSSembla9e  ^  ^  re'atiVe  abSe"Ce  °f  She"  (n=3)  SinCe  the  site  0riginally  wa" 

A  typical  shovel  test  at  Site  1 6TR71  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited 
two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  described  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR  3/4)  silty  clay  that  extended 

,°  average  deP*h  of  29  cmbs  0 1  4  inbs).  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown 
(lOYR  5/3)  s!lty  clay  loam;  this  layer  extended  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  a  maximum  excavated  depth  of 
50  cmbs  (-19.7  mbs).  Cultural  and  faunal  material  was  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=95)  and  Stratum  II  (n=28) 
of  the  site  matrix.  While  a  small  number  of  prehistoric  artifacts  were  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=2-  1 1 
percent),  t  e  majority  originated  from  Stratum  II  (n=16;  89  percent).  Conversely,  a  majority  of  the  historic 
period  artifacts  originated  from  Stratum  I  of  the  site  matrix  (n=80;  92  percent)  and  only  a  minority  were 
recovered  from  Stratum  II  (n-7;  8  percent).  The  faunal  material  predominantly  was  recovered  from  Stratum  I 
(n-13,  n-72  percent),  but  some  originated  from  Stratum  II  (n=5;  28  percent). 

The  current  investigation  demonstrated  that  portions  of  Site  1 6TR71  still  are  present  along  Bayou  du 
Large,  Weinstein  and  Kelley’s  (1992)  failure  to  document  the  site  in  1992  is  likely  due  to  the  fact  that  the  site 
acks  a  discernible  surface  expression  and  they  did  not  excavate  shovel  tests  at  the  site.  Diagnostic 
pre  istoric  ceramic  sherds  recovered  from  Site  16TR71  suggested  that  this  component  of  the  site  dated  from 
the  Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian  periods;  no  evidence  of  an  earlier  Coles  Creek  or  later  proto-historic 
occupation  was  identified  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation.  Interestingly,  relative  few  shells  (n=3)  were 
recovered  from  the  site;  no  evidence  of  a  shell  midden  was  identified.  It  is  probable  that  the  shell  midden 
once  present  at  the  site  has  eroded  completely  into  Bayou  du  Large.  The  historic  period  component  of  the 
site  appeared  to  consist  of  the  remains  of  a  nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  dwelling.  No  intact  architectural 
features,  however,  were  identified  at  the  site. 

Although  portions  of  Site  16TR71  have  been  disturbed  by  erosion  and  possibly  by  construction,  the  vertical 
distribution  of  the  recovered  artifacts  suggested  that  intact  cultural  deposits  may  still  be  present  at  the  site 
While  only  18  prehistoric  period  artifacts  were  recovered  from  Site  16TR71,  the  vast  majority  of  this  material 
(n— 16,  89  percent)  originated  from  Stratum  II  of  the  site  matrix;  only  2  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  ceramic  (1 1 
percent)  were  recovered  from  Stratum  I.  On  the  contrary,  most  of  the  historic  period  artifacts  originated  from 
Stratum  I  (n=80;  92  percent);  only  7  historic  period  artifacts  were  recovered  from  Stratum  II.  These  results 
suggest  that,  despite  the  amount  of  disturbance  present  at  the  site,  the  prehistoric  and  historic  period 
components  may  be  stratified.  Consequently.  Site  16TR71  may  possess  research  potential.  This  site  may 
possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  Avoidance  or  additional  testing  of  Site  16TR71  is  recommended. 
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LOCATIONAL  DATA 

SITE  NAME:  STATE  SURVEY  NO.: 

OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS:  Site  6-01 . 

SITE  LOCATION  AND  APPROACH:  Site  6-01  is  located  approximately  40  m  (131.2  ft)  to  the  west  of 
Grand  Bayou  Canal  and  200  m  (656.2  ft)  to  the  south  of  the  confluence  of  that  canal  with  Bayous  Blue  and 
Manuel. 

PARISH:  Lafourche  Parish. 

Section  22  Township  18S  Range  20E 
USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Larose,  La  1963  (PR  1979). 

UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  15  E752020  N3270600 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES:  90  23  57.74W  29  32  28.60N 

PHYSICAL  SETTING 

LANDFORM:  Site  6-01  occupies  natural  levee  deposits. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Recent  alluvium. 

ELEVATION  AND  RELIEF:  Site  6-01  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1 .2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site  vicinity 
is  flat. 

NEAREST  WATER:  Site  6-01  is  located  approximately  40  m  (131.2  ft)  to  the  west  of  Grand  Bayou  Canal 
and  200  m  (656.2  ft)  to  the  south  of  the  confluence  of  that  canal  with  Bayous  Blue  and  Manuel. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  Site  6-01  is  located  in  the  southwest  comer  of  the  intersection  of 
Grand  Bayou  Canal  and  Bayous  Blue  and  Manuel. 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Fausse-Sharkey  Association. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Hay  field. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  Sites  16LF65  and  16LF66. 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


SITE  DESCRIPTION:  Site  6-01,  a  historic/modem  artifact  scatter  that  probably  represents  a  dump,  was 
identified  during  Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza 
to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study.  The  site  is  located  approximately  40  m  (131.2  ft)  to  the  west  of  Grand  Bayou 
Canal  and  200  m  (656.2  ft)  to  the  south  of  the  confluence  of  that  canal  with  Bayous  Blue  and  Manuel.  It  is 
positioned  on  natural  levee  deposits  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD.  Site  6-02  measures 
25  m  (82.0  ft)  in  length  along  its  major  north/south  axis  by  10  m  (32.8  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor  east/west 
axis.  The  site  area  currently  is  used  as  a  hay  field.  It  is  bounded  to  the  east  by  Grand  Bayou  Canal,  to  the 
south  by  a  wooded  marsh,  and  to  the  north  and  west  by  additional  hay  fields.  During  survey,  20  historic 
period  artifacts  were  recovered  from  subsurface  contexts  at  the  site.  [CONTINUED] 

SITE  SIZE:  10  x  25  m  (32.8  x  82.0  ft). 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  High. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  A  typical  shovel  test  at  Site  6-01  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50 
cmbs  (19.7  mbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  described  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown 
(10YR  3/3)  loamy  silt  that  extended  from  0-15  cmbs  (0  -  5.9  inbs).  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer 
of  dark  grayish  brown  (10YR  4/2)  silty  clay  that  reached  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs) 
All  of  the  cultural  material  recovered  from  Site  6-01  originated  from  Stratum  I  of  the  site  matrix. 

FEATURES:  None. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  Site  6-01  dates  from  the  twentieth  century. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Site  6-01  is  in  fair  condition. 

PRESENT  USE:  Site  6-01  currently  is  used  as  a  hay  field. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Past  and  present  impacts  at  Site  6-01  include  clear-cutting  and 
probably  plowing;  future  impacts  at  the  site  include  levee  construction. 


COLLECTIONS 

SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  and  shovel  testing. 


DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  A  total  of  20  artifacts  were  recovered  from  Site  6-01.  This  material 
consisted  of  12  buff  bodied  earthenware  sherds  that  mend  to  form  a  hand-painted  octagonal  plate,  1 
whiteware  sherd,  2  machine-made  glass  shards,  2  unidentified  blown-in-mold  glass  shards,  1  unidentified 
molded  technique  glass  shard,  and  2  opaque  white/milk  glass  shards. 


SITE  EVALUATION 


RESEARCH  POTENTIAL:  Site  6-01  lacks  integrity  and  research  potential. 

STATE  OR  NATIONAL  REGISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  Site  6-01  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as 
defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

RECOMMENDATIONS:  No  additional  testing  of  Site  6-01  is  recommended. 


RECORDS 


OWNER/TENANT  AND  ADDRESS:  Unknown. 

INFORMANTS:  None. 

PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  None. 

COLLECTIONS  AND  AVAILABILITY:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation, 
and  Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon 
completion  of  the  project. 

PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and 
Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon  completion 
of  the  project. 


REFERENCES: 

Robblee,  Patrick  P.,  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 
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5824  Plauche  Street 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70123 
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Site  Name _ Site  Survey  Number _ _ 

A  total  of  6  shovel  tests  were  excavated  within  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  6-01  during  the  initial 
cultural  resources  survey;  seven  additional  shovel  tests  were  excavated  at  the  site  as  part  of  the 
subsequent  delineation  process.  Only  two  shovel  tests  produced  cultural  material.  This  material  consisted 
of  12  buff  bodied  earthenware  sherds  that  mend  to  form  a  hand-painted  octagonal  plate,  1  whiteware 
sherd,  2  machine-made  glass  shards,  2  unidentified  blown-in-mold  glass  shards,  1  unidentified  molded 
technique  glass  shard,  and  2  opaque  white/milk  glass  shards.  No  cultural  material  was  observed  or 
collected  from  the  surface  of  the  site.  Diagnostic  cultural  material  recovered  from  Site  6-01,  including 
whiteware  (ca.  1820  -  1900+)  and  machine-made  bottle  glass  (post  ca.  1898  [manufacturing  date];  post 
1916  [use  popularity  date]),  suggested  that  the  site  dated  from  the  twentieth  century. 

A  typical  shovel  test  at  Site  6-01  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited 
two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  described  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR  3/3)  loamy  silt  that  extended 
from  0-15  cmbs  (0  -  5.9  inbs).  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  dark  grayish  brown  (10YR  4/2) 
silty  clay  that  reached  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  All  of  the  cultural  material 
recovered  from  Site  6-01  originated  from  Stratum  I  of  the  site  matrix. 

Data  recovered  from  Site  6-01  suggested  the  site  probably  represents  the  remains  of  a  twentieth 
century  dump.  A  total  of  20  artifacts  were  recovered  from  the  site  in  a  relatively  small  (10  x  25  m  [32.8  x 
82.0  ft])  area.  In  fact,  19  of  the  artifacts  recovered  from  Site  6-01  originated  from  the  datum  shovel  test. 
Additionally,  all  of  the  cultural  material  originated  from  Stratum  I  of  the  site  matrix  and  at  depths  ranging 
from  only  0-10  cmbs  (0  -  3.9  inbs).  No  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits  was  identified  at  the  site. 
These  results  demonstrate  that  Site  6-01,  a  probable  dump,  lacks  research  potential.  This  site  does  not 
possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Locus  6-01  is  recommended. 
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STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
SITE  RECORD  FORM 


LOCATIONAL  DATA 

SITE  NAME:  STATE  SURVEY  NO.: 

OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS:  Site  6-02. 

SITE  LOCATION  AND  APPROACH:  Site  6-02  is  located  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the  intersection  of 
Grand  Bayou  Canal  and  Bayous  Blue  and  Manuel. 

PARISH:  Lafourche  Parish. 

Section  22  Township  18S  Range  20E 

USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Larose,  La  1963  (PR  1979). 

UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  15  E752040  N3270700 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES:  90  23  56.91  W  29  32  31.83N 

PHYSICAL  SETTING 

LANDFORM:  Site  6-02  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Recent  alluvium. 

ELEVATION  AND  RELIEF:  Site  6-02  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1 .2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site  vicinity 
is  flat. 

NEAREST  WATER:  Site  6-02  is  located  adjacent  to  Grand  Bayou  Canal  and  Bayou  Blue. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  Site  6-02  is  located  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the  intersection 
of  Grand  Bayou  Canal  and  Bayous  Blue  and  Manuel. 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Commerce  silty  clay  loam;  Fausse-Sharkey  Association. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Hay  field. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  16LF65  and  16LF66. 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


SITE  DESCRIPTION:  Site  6-02,  a  multi-component  prehistoric  and  historic  period  site,  was  identified 
during  pedestrian  survey  and  shovel  testing  of  Area  6.  The  site  is  located  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the 
intersection  of  Grand  Bayou  Canal  and  Bayous  Blue  and  Manuel.  It  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee 
and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD.  Site  6-02  is  ovoid  in  configuration  and  it  measures  140  m 
(459.3  ft)  in  length  along  its  major  north/south  axis  by  95  m  (311.7  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor  east/west 
axis.  While  a  majority  of  the  site  occupies  a  hay  field,  the  remainder  consists  of  a  yard  associated  with  an 
elevated  mobile  home  that  is  positioned  just  outside  of  the  northwest  comer  of  the  site.  A  modern  pier  and 
associated  pilings  are  present  along  the  northern  border  of  the  site.  In  addition,  dredge  spoil  has  been 
deposited  throughout  the  site  area;  in  fact,  a  recent  dredge  spoil  pile  is  positioned  in  the  southeast  corner 
of  the  site.  During  survey,  8  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds,  67  historic  period  artifacts,  and  121  faunal 
specimens  were  recovered  from  Site  6-02;  this  material  originated  from  both  surface  (n=16)  and 
subsurface  (n=1 80)  contexts  at  the  site.  [CONTINUED] 

SITE  SIZE:  96  x  145  m  (31 1.7  x  459.3  ft). 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  Light. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  A  typical  shovel  test  at  Site  6-02  (n=35;  70  percent)  was 
excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was 
characterized  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR  3/3)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  surface  to  an  average 
approximate  depth  of  20  cmbs  (7.9  inbs).  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2) 
silty  clay  that  ranged  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  a  maximum  excavated  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs). 
Other  shovel  tests  exhibited  one  (n=9)  or  three  (n=6)  strata  in  profile.  Cultural  and/or  faunal  material  was 
recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=103;  57  percent),  Stratum  II  (n=62;  34  percent),  and  Stratum  III  (n=15-  8 
percent)  of  the  site  matrix. 

FEATURES:  None. 


DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  The  prehistoric  component  dates  from  the  Late  Plaquemine  period. 
The  historic  component  dates  from  the  nineteenth  and  twentieth  centuries. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Site  6-02  is  in  poor  condition. 

PRESENT  USE:  While  a  majority  of  Site  6-02  occupies  a  hay  field,  the  remainder  consists  of  a  yard 
associated  with  an  elevated  mobile  home  that  is  positioned  just  outside  of  the  northwest  comer  of  the  site. 
A  modern  pier  and  associated  pilings  are  present  along  the  northern  border  of  the  site.  In  addition,  dredge 
spoil  has  been  deposited  throughout  the  site  area;  in  fact,  a  recent  dredge  spoil  pile  is  positioned  in  the 
southeast  corner  of  the  site. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Past  and  present  impacts  include  clear-cutting  and  plowing.  Future 
impacts  include  levee  construction. 


COLLECTIONS 


SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  and  systematic  shovel  testing. 


DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  A  total  of  8  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds,  67  historic  period  artifacts, 
and  121  faunal  specimens  were  recovered  from  Site  6-02.  The  prehistoric  subassemblage  recovered  from 
Site  6-02  contained  1  French  Fork  Incised  var.  unspecified  body  sherd,  1  unidentified  body  sherd,  1 
unidentified  rim  sherd,  2  Baytown  Plain  var.  Cataouatche  body  sherds,  1  Baytown  Plain  var.  Cataouatche 
indeterminate  sherd,  and  2  Baytown  Plain  var.  unspecified  body  sherds.  The  historic  period  cultural 
material  recovered  from  the  site  was  listed  as  2  ironstone  body  sherds,  2  whiteware  body  sherds,  12  brick 
fragments,  2  machine-made  bottle  glass  shards,  1  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shard,  8 
unidentified  bottle  glass  shards,  33  barbed  wire  fragments,  2  wire  fragments,  1  unidentified  nail,  2  wire 
nails,  and  2  pieces  of  unidentified  metal.  The  faunal  material  recovered  from  the  site  was  listed  as  70 
whole  or  fragmentary  brackish  water  clam  shells  ( Rangia  cuneata),  24  Virginia  oyster  shells  (Crassostrea 
virginica),  the  distal  end  of  a  femur  from  a  domesticated  dog  ( Canis  familiaris),  a  rib  and  mandible 
fragment  identified  as  Nutria  ( Myocastor  coypus),  3  unidentified  mammal  bones,  18  mandible  and  1 
vertebra  fragment  listed  as  American  alligator  (Alligator  mississipiensis ),  1  carapace  from  a  Cooter 
(Pseudemys  spp.),  and  1  vertebra  from  an  unidentified  vertebrate. 

SITE  EVALUATION 

RESEARCH  POTENTIAL:  Site  6-02  lacks  research  potential. 

STATE  OR  NATIONAL  REGISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  Site  6-02  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as 
defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

RECOMMENDATIONS:  No  additional  testing  of  Site  6-02  is  recommended. 


RECORDS 


OWNER7TENANT  AND  ADDRESS:  Unknown. 

INFORMANTS:  None. 

PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  None. 

COLLECTIONS  AND  AVAILABILITY:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation, 
and  Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon 
completion  of  the  project. 

PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and 
Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon  completion 
of  the  project. 

REFERENCES: 

Robblee,  Patrick  P.,  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 
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5824  Plauche  Street 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70123 
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STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 


Site  Name. 


.Site  Survey  Number. 


A  total  of  50  shovel  tests  were  excavated  within  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  6-02  to  define  the 
horizontal  and  vertical  dimensions  of  the  site.  While  42  shovel  tests  fell  within  the  site  boundary  only  20 

r  CUltUral  Td/0r  faunal  materiaL  This  material  consisted  of  3  prehistoric  period 

prrrfar^  sherds,  63  historic  period  artifacts,  and  145  faunal  specimens.  In  addition  to  these  artifacts  and 
ecofacts  5  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds,  4  historic  period  artifacts,  and  7  pieces  of  faunal  material 
were  surface  collected  from  the  site.  dienai 

The  prehistoric  subassemblage  recovered  from  Site  6-02  contained  1  French  Fork  Incised  var. 
unspecified  body  sherd,  1  unidentified  body  sherd,  1  unidentified  rim  sherd,  2  Baytown  Plain  var. 
Cataouatche body  sherds,  1  Baytown  Plain  var.  Cataouatche  indeterminate  sherd,  and  2  Baytown  Plain 

S,h7nmS:Je.Bayt0Wn  Plain  sherds  date  from  the  Late  P'aquemine/Mississippian 
period  (ca.  A  D.  1410  -  1700).  The  historic  period  cultural  material  recovered  from  the  site  was  listed  as  2 
ironstone  body  sherds  2  whiteware  body  sherds,  12  brick  fragments,  2  machine-made  bottle  glass 
shards,  1  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shard,  8  unidentified  bottle  glass  shards,  33  barbed  wire 
fragments,  2  wire  fragments,  1  unidentified  nail,  2  wire  nails,  and  2  pieces  of  unidentified  metal;  diagnostic 
^S  °i  «C,i  Penod  artlfacts/  recovered  from  the  site,  including  ironstone  (ca.  1813  -  1900+;  use  popularity  post 

datel8noltTqifiTre  )***  'J9??’  and  machine'made  bottle  9lass  (post  ca.  1898  [manufacturing 
date]  post  1916  [use  popularity  date]),  suggested  that  the  historic  period  component  of  Site  6-02  dated 

from  the  nineteenth  and  twentieth  centuries.  The  faunal  material  recovered  from  the  site  was  listed  as  70 
whole  or  fragmentary  brackish  water  clam  shells  ( Rangia  cuneata),  24  Virginia  oyster  shells  ( Crassostrea 

SmCa  '  I,e*Jl?  eriKd.  °f  3  femur  from  3  domesticated  dog  (Can is  familiaris),  a  rib  and  mandible 
fragment  identified  as  Nutria  ( Myocastor  coypus),  3  unidentified  mammal  bones,  18  mandible  and  1 
ve  ebra  fragment  listed  as  American  alligator  (Alligator  mississipiensis ),  1  carapace  from  a  Cooter 
( Pseudemys  spp.),  and  1  vertebra  from  an  unidentified  vertebrate;  the  vertebra  fragment  identified  as 
American  alligator  (Alligator  mississipiensis)  exhibited  a  cut  mark. 

•  k  ^  Aypica'shovel  test  at  Site  6-02  (n=35;  70  percent)  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  embs  (19.7 
m  s)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR  3/3) 
silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  surface  to  an  average  approximate  depth  of  20  embs  (7  9  inbs)  It  was 
underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  that  ranged  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I 
to  a  maximum  excavated  depth  of  50  embs  (19.7  inbs).  Other  shovel  tests  exhibited  one  (n=9)  or  three 
(n  6)  strata  in  profile.  Cultural  and/or  faunal  material  was  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=103;  57  percent) 
Stratum  II  (n-62;  34  percent),  and  Stratum  III  (n=1 5;  8  percent)  of  the  site  matrix. 

The  prehistoric  component  of  Site  6-02  was  characterized  as  a  low  density  artifact  scatter  that 
primarily  dated  from  the  Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian  periods.  Only  8  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  were 
recovered  from  the  site.  A  majority  of  this  material  (n=5)  was  surface  collected  from  a  recently  deposited 
dredge  spoi  pile  located  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the  site;  the  remainder  (n=3)  originated  from  shovel 
tests  at  depths  ranging  from  8  -  20  embs  (3.1  -  7.9  inbs).  This  subsurface  material  also  may  have  been 
deposited  as  dredge  spoil.  Since  Site  6-02  is  located  directly  across  Grand  Bayou  Canal  from  previously 
recorded  Site  16LF66,  a  Plaquemine  period  midden  and  burial  site,  it  is  reasonable  to  conclude  that  the 
prehistoric  cultural  material  recovered  from  Site  6-02  originated  from  deposits  associated  with  Site  16FL66 
that  were  dredged  from  the  canal.  In  fact,  one  of  the  Baytown  Plain  sherds  recovered  from  Site  6-02 
contained  fine  grog  aplastic  inclusions  that  were  identical  to  fine  grog  ceramics  previously  recovered  from 
Site  16LF66  (Miller  et  al.  1999).  While  5  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds  were  surface  collected  from 
Site  6-02  in  the  same  vicinity  as  7  faunal  specimens,  none  of  the  subsurface  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds 
were  recovered  in  association  with  subsurface  faunal  material.  No  evidence  of  intact  prehistoric  cultural 
deposits  was  identified  at  Site  6-02. 

The  historic  period  component  at  Site  6-02  consisted  of  a  low  density  surface  and  subsurface 
scatter  of  cultural  material  that  dated  from  the  nineteenth  and  twentieth  centuries.  Only  67  historic  period 
artifacts  were  recovered  from  the  site;  63  artifacts  originated  from  subsurface  contexts,  while  4  artifacts 
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were  surface  collected  from  the  site.  The  density  of  the  subsurface  historic  period  cultural  material  was 
relatively  low  with  an  average  of  only  1 .6  artifacts  per  shovel  test  (63  artifacts/40  shovel  tests).  While  the 
recovery  of  12  brick  fragments  as  well  as  3  nails  suggested  that  a  structure  may  have  been  present  at  the 
site,  no  evidence  of  intact  architectural  features  was  identified.  Additionally,  although  some  of  the  faunal 
material  recovered  from  Site  6-02  undoubtedly  is  associated  with  the  historic  period  component,  no 
evidence  of  an  intact  historic  period  midden  was  identified. 

In  summary,  the  current  investigation  failed  to  document  any  evidence  of  intact  prehistoric  or 
historic  period  cultural  deposits  at  Site  6-02.  The  site  area  has  been  impacted  by  a  variety  of  activities 
including  clear-cutting  and  plowing.  In  addition,  dredge  material  from  Grand  Bayou  Canal  and  Bayou  Blue 
has  been  deposited  at  the  site.  The  limited  assemblage,  the  low  artifact  density,  and  the  absence  of  intact 
cultural  deposits  associated  with  either  component  of  the  site  demonstrates  that  Site  6-02  lacks  research 
potential.  This  site  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Site  6-02  is  recommended. 
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SITE  NAME: 


OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS:  Site  32-02. 


STATE  SURVEY  NO.: 


f1 ITE  d°C,^TIOR  AND  APPR0ACH:  Site  32-02  is  located  approximately  150  m  (492.1  ft)  to  the  east  of 
Four  Point  Road  and  2.4  km  (1.5  mi)  to  the  southwest  of  the  confluence  of  Four  Point  Bayou  and  Bayou 


PARISH:  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisiana. 

Section  _JI5_Township  20S  Range  17E 
USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Quitman,  La  1994 
UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  15  E722340  N3247480 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES:  90  42  36.40W  29  20  18.28N 


2 _ ■  «  »  v yt,  i  i 

LANDFORM:  Site  32-02  occupies  natural  levee  deposits  along  Four  Point  Bayou. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Recent  alluvium. 

E.LE^ATI°N  AND  RELIEF:  Site  32-02  lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site 
vicinity  is  flat. 

NEAREST  WATER:  Sweetwater  pond  lies  150  m  (492.1  ft)  to  the  east  of  the  site.  Four  Point  Bayou  is 
positioned  1 50  m  (492. 1  ft)  to  the  west  of  the  site. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  Site  32-02  is  located  on  the  west  side  of  Four  Point  Bayou 
between  that  distributary  and  Sweetwater  Pond. 


SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Commerce  silt  loam,  low  phase;  Sharkey  clay,  low  phase. 
FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Pasture  grasses  and  brambles  (e.g.,  raspberries). 
NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  16TR26. 


SHE  DESCRIPTION 


SITE  DESCRIPTION:  Site  32-02,  a  multi-component  prehistoric  and  historic  period  site,  was  identified 
during  Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the 
Gulf  Feasibility  Study.  The  site  is  located  approximately  150  m  (492.1  ft)  to  the  east  of  Four  Point  Road 
and  2.4  km  (1.5  mi)  to  the  southwest  of  the  confluence  of  Four  Point  Bayou  and  Bayou  Sale.  Site  32-02 
occupies  an  inactive  pasture  atop  natural  levee  deposits  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD. 
The  site  measures  26  m  (85.3  ft)  in  length  along  its  major  east/west  axis  by  20  m  (65.6  ft)  in  width  along 
its  minor  north/south  axis.  It  is  bounded  to  the  north  and  east  by  a  canal  and  to  the  south  and  west  by 
addition  fallow  pasture.  Vegetation  in  the  site  vicinity  consists  of  overgrown  grasses  and  widely  scattered 
trees.  During  survey,  1  prehistoric  period  artifact,  5  historic  period  artifacts,  and  3  pieces  of  shell  were 
recovered  from  the  site;  all  of  this  material  originated  from  subsurface  contexts.  [CONTINUED] 

SITE  SIZE:  20  x  26  m  (65.6  x  85.3  ft). 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  Low. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  A  typical  shovel  test  at  Site  32-02  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of 
50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  described  as  a  layer  of  brown 
(10YR  5/3)  clay  or  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  surface  to  a  maximum  excavated  depth  of  10  cmbs 
(3.9  inbs);  this  deposit  was  characterized  as  plowzone.  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  grayish 
brown  (10YR  5/2)  clay  to  silty  clay  that  reached  from  10-50  cmbs  (3.9  - 19.7  inbs).  Cultural  and/or  faunal 
material  was  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=6)  and  Stratum  II  (n=3)  of  the  site  matrix. 

FEATURES:  None. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  The  historic  period  component  dates  from  the  nineteenth  and  twentieth 
centuries;  the  prehistoric  component  of  the  site  could  not  be  dated. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Poor. 

PRESENT  USE:  Inactive  pasture. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Past  and  present  impacts  include  plowing.  Future  impacts  include 
plowing  and  levee  construction. 


COLLECTIONS 

SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  and  shovel  testing. 


DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  A  total  of  1  prehistoric  period  artifact,  5  historic  period  artifacts,  and  3 
pieces  of  shell  were  recovered  from  the  site  This  material  was  described  as  1  Baytown  Plain  var. 
unspecified  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherd,  2  historic  period  ceramic  sherds  (1  ironstone  and  1 
whiteware),  1  brick  fragment,  1  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shard,  1  unidentified  iron  object, 
and  3  shell  fragments  identified  as  Virginia  oyster  ( Crassostrea  virginica). 


SITE  EVALUATION 

RESEARCH  POTENTIAL:  Site  32-02  lacks  research  potential. 

STATE  OR  NATIONAL  REGISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  Site  32-02  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance 
as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

RECOMMENDATIONS:  No  additional  testing  of  Site  32-02  is  recommended. 


RECORDS 

OWNER/TENANT  AND  ADDRESS:  unknown. 

INFORMANTS:  None. 

PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  None. 

COLLECTIONS  AND  AVAILABILITY:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation, 
and  Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon 
completion  of  the  project. 

PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and 
Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon  completion 


REFERENCES: 

Robblee,  Patrick  P„  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 

RECORDED  BY:  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  M.A.,  Assistant  Project  Manager 
Patrick  P.  Robblee,  M.A.,  Project  Manager 
R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc. 

5824  Plauche  Street 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70123 


DATE:  December  7, 1999. 
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A  total  of  12  shovel  tests  were  excavated  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  32-02  during  the  initial  cultural 
resources  survey;  an  additional  1 1  shovel  tests  were  excavated  at  the  site  as  part  of  the  subsequent  site 
delineation  process.  While  four  shovel  tests  fell  within  the  site  boundary,  only  three  shovel  tests  produced 
cultural  and/or  faunal  material.  This  material  was  described  as  1  Baytown  Plain  var.  unspecified 
prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherd,  2  historic  period  ceramic  sherds  (1  ironstone  and  1  whiteware),  1  brick 
fragment,  1  unidentified  blown-in-mold  bottle  glass  shard,  1  unidentified  iron  object,  and  3  shell  fragments 
identified  as  Virginia  oyster  {Crassostrea  virginica).  Diagnostic  historic  period  artifacts  recovered  from  the 
site,  including  ironstone  and  whiteware,  suggests  that  this  component  of  the  site  dates  from  the  nineteenth 
and  twentieth  centuries.  The  prehistoric  artifact  recovered  from  the  site  was  not  culturally/temporally 
diagnostic.  No  artifacts  were  observed  or  collected  from  the  surface  of  the  site. 

A  typical  shovel  test  at  Site  32-02  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it 
exhibited  two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  described  as  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  clay  or  silty  clay  that 
extended  from  the  surface  to  a  maximum  excavated  depth  of  10  cmbs  (3.9  inbs);  this  deposit  was 
characterized  as  plowzone.  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  clay  to  silty 
clay  that  reached  from  10-50  cmbs  (3.9  -  19.7  inbs).  Cultural  and/or  faunal  material  was  recovered  from 
Stratum  I  (n=6)  and  Stratum  II  (n=3)  of  the  site  matrix. 

Site  32-02  consists  of  a  multi-component  prehistoric  and  historic  period  artifact  scatter.  A  total  of  1 
prehistoric  and  5  historic  period  artifacts  as  well  as  three  shell  fragments  were  recovered  the  site.  The 
vast  majority  of  this  material  (n=6)  originated  from  the  plowzone.  No  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits 
was  identified  at  the  site.  The  limited  assemblage,  the  low  artifact  density,  and  the  absence  of  substantial 
deposits  of  buried  cultural  material  demonstrates  that  Site  32-02  lacks  research  potential.  This  site  does 
not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Site  32-02  is  recommended. 
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Section  _!£_  Township  20S  Range  17E 
USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Quitman,  La  1994 
UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  15  E722280  N3247620 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES:  90  42  38.52W  29  20  22.87N 


LANDFORM:  Site  32-03  occupies  a  natural  levee  along  Four  Point  Bayou. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Recent  alluvium. 

ELEVATION  AND  RELIEF:  Site  32-03  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1 .2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site  vicinity  is 
flat.  3 

NEAREST  WATER:  Site  32-03  is  located  150  m  (492  ft)  to  the  east  of  Four  Point  Bayou. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  Site  32-03  is  located  along  the  east  bank  of  Four  Point  Bayou 
between  Four  Point  Road  and  a  backswamp. 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Commerce  silt  loam,  low  phase;  Sharkey  clay,  low  phase. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Pasture  grasses  and  brambles  (e.g.,  raspberries). 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  16TR26. 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


SITE  DESCRIPTION:  Site  32-03  was  identified  during  Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and 
archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study.  The  site  consists  of  a 
buried  shell  deposit  that  may  represent  pavement  associated  with  a  nearby  two-track  road  or  dredge  spoil 
excavated  from  a  nearby  canal.  The  site  is  located  along  the  west  bank  of  the  former  channel  of  Four 
Point  Bayou  approximately  2.25  km  (1.40  mi)  southwest  of  the  confluence  of  that  distributary  and  Bayou 
Sale.  Site  32-03  occupies  fallow  pasture  on  a  distributary  natural  levee  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1 .2  m 
(4  ft)  NGVD.  The  site  is  bounded  to  the  north  by  an  existing  two-track  road  and  an  [CONTINUED] 

SITE  SIZE:  7  x  24  m  (23.0  x  78.7  ft). 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  Low  density  of  cultural  material;  high  density  of  faunal  material. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  Only  two  shovel  tests  fell  within  the  site  boundary.  While  both  of 
these  shovel  tests  were  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs),  one  shovel  test  exhibited  three 
strata  in  profile  and  the  other  shovel  test  exhibited  four  strata  in  profile.  The  datum  shovel  test  (Transect  6, 
Shovel  Test  26)  contained  only  three  stratum  in  profile.  In  this  shovel  test.  Stratum  I  consisted  of  a  layer  of 
dark  brown  (10YR  3/3)  silty  clay  that  ranged  from  0  -  5  cmbs  (0-1.2  inbs).  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II, 
a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  5-10  cmbs  (1.2  -  3.9  inbs).  The  basal 
stratum,  Stratum  III,  was  listed  as  a  layer  of  pale  brown  (10YR  6/3)  silty  clay  that  reached  from  10  -  50 
cmbs  (3.9  -  19.7  inbs).  While  shell  was  observed  throughout  Stratum  III,  it  predominantly  occurred  within 
the  first  20  cm  (7.9  in)  level  excavated  within  this  stratum;  122  whole  or  fragmentary  shells  and  a  single 
wire  nail  were  recovered  from  this  level. 

Delineation  shovel  test  N990/E1000  exhibited  four  strata  in  profile.  In  this  shovel  test,  Stratum  I 
was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR  3/3)  clay  that  extended  from  0  -  4  cmbs  (0-1.6  inbs).  It 
was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  that  reached  from  4-10  cmbs  (1.6  -  3.9 
inbs).  Stratum  III  was  described  as  a  layer  of  pale  brown  (10YR  6/3)  silty  clay  that  ranged  from  10  -  15 
cmbs  (3.9  -  5.9  inbs);  it  contained  49  whole  or  fragmentary  shells,  9  pieces  of  unidentified  material  that 
may  represent  chips  of  paint,  and  2  pieces  of  plastic.  The  basal  stratum,  Stratum  IV,  was  listed  as  a  layer 
of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  15-50  cmbs  (5.9  - 19.7  inbs). 

FEATURES:  None. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  Postca.  1890. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Site  32-03  is  in  good  condition. 

PRESENT  USE:  Fallow  pasture. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Past  and  present  impacts  include  plowing.  Future  impacts  include 
plowing  and  levee  construction. 


SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  and  systematic  shovel  testing. 

nn^nSONt°FlI!!A7ER,AL:  A  t0tal  °f  171  whole  or  fragmentary  shells,  1  nail,  9  pieces  of  an 

S?!  dh  M3  ha  may  COnSISt 0f  9reen  or black paint chips-  and 2  pieces of  p|astic were  recovered 
_  j  °f  shovel  tests  excavated  at  the  site.  The  shell  was  described  as  121  complete  valves  or  hinges 

l3^ra9men  S  ,dent,f,ed  as  brackish  water  clam  ( Rangia  cuneata)  and  8  fragments  listed  as  Virginia 
oyster  (Crassostrea  virgirvca). 


RESEARCH  POTENTIAL:  Site  32-03  lacks  research  potential. 

®T*JrEn°Rh,N*™N,AL  REGISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  Site  32-03  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance 
as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

RECOMMENDATIONS:  No  additional  testing  of  Site  32-03  is  recommended. 


RECORDS 

OWN ER/TEN ANT  AND  ADDRESS:  Unknown. 
INFORMANTS:  None. 

PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  None. 


COl-LECTIONS  AND  AVAILABILITY:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation, 

and  Tourism  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon 
completion  of  the  project.  K 


PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and 
oHhepro^ct06  °f  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon  completion 


REFERENCES: 

Robblee,  Patrick  P„  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  /  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 
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artificial  levee,  to  the  east  by  an  artificial  levee,  and  to  the  south  and  west  by  additional  pasture.  It 
measures  24  m  (78.7  ft)  in  length  along  its  major  north/south  axis  by  7  m  (23.0  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor 
east/west  axis.  Vegetation  in  the  site  vicinity  consists  of  a  variety  of  grasses  and  brambles  (e.g., 
raspberries).  During  survey,  171  whole  or  fragmentary  shells  (Table  32-03.1),  1  nail,  9  pieces  of  an 
unidentified  material,  and  2  pieces  of  plastic  were  recovered  from  two  shovel  tests  excavated  at  the  site. 
All  of  this  material  originated  from  subsurface  contexts. 

A  total  of  10  shovel  tests  were  excavated  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  32-03  during  the  initial  cultural 
resources  survey;  four  additional  shovel  tests  were  excavated  at  the  site  as  part  of  the  subsequent  site 
delineation  process.  Only  two  shovel  tests  produced  cultural  and/or  faunal  material.  The  faunal  material 
was  described  as  121  complete  valves  or  hinges  and  38  shell  fragments  identified  as  brackish  water  clam 
(Rangia  cuneata)  and  8  shell  fragments  listed  as  Virginia  oyster  (Crassostrea  virginica).  The  cultural 
material  consisted  of  1  wire  (50d  size)  nail  and  9  pieces  of  unidentified  material;  the  latter  may  represent 
flecks  of  green  and/or  black  paint.  In  addition  to  these  artifacts,  two  pieces  of  modern  plastic  also  were 
recovered  but  this  material  was  discarded  in  the  field. 

Only  two  shovel  tests  fell  within  the  site  boundary  at  Site  32-03.  While  both  of  these  shovel  tests 
were  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs),  one  shovel  test  exhibited  three  strata  in  profile  and  the 
other  shovel  test  exhibited  four  strata  in  profile.  The  datum  shovel  test  (Transect  6,  Shovel  Test  26) 
contained  only  three  stratum  in  profile.  In  this  shovel  test,  Stratum  I  consisted  of  a  layer  of  dark  brown 
(10YR  3/3)  silty  clay  that  ranged  from  0-5  cmbs  (0-1.2  inbs).  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of 
grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  5  -  10  cmbs  (1.2  -  3.9  inbs).  The  basal  stratum, 
Stratum  III,  was  listed  as  a  layer  of  pale  brown  (10YR  6/3)  silty  clay  that  reached  from  10-50  cmbs  (3.9  - 
19.7  inbs).  While  shell  was  observed  throughout  Stratum  III,  it  predominantly  occurred  within  the  first  20 
cm  (7.9  in)  level  excavated  within  this  stratum;  122  whole  or  fragmentary  shells  and  a  single  wire  nail  were 
recovered  from  this  level. 

Delineation  shovel  test  N990/E1000  exhibited  four  strata  in  profile.  In  this  shovel  test,  Stratum  I 
was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  dark  brown  (10YR  3/3)  clay  that  extended  from  0  -  4  cmbs  (0-1.6  inbs).  It 
was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  that  reached  from  4-10  cmbs  (1 .6  -  3.9 
inbs).  Stratum  III  was  described  as  a  layer  of  pale  brown  (10YR  6/3)  silty  clay  that  ranged  from  10-15 
cmbs  (3.9  -  5.9  inbs);  it  contained  49  whole  or  fragmentary  shells,  9  pieces  of  unidentified  material  that 
may  represent  chips  of  paint,  and  2  pieces  of  plastic.  The  basal  stratum,  Stratum  IV,  was  listed  as  a  layer 
of  brown  (10YR  5/3)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  15-50  cmbs  (5.9  - 19.7  inbs). 

Locus  32-03  consists  of  a  buried  shell  deposit  that  may  be  associated  with  a  nearby  two-track 
road  or  that  may  represent  dredge  spoil  excavated  from  an  adjacent  canal.  The  shell  fill  deposit  was 
identified  in  the  datum  shovel  test  at  depths  ranging  from  10-30  cmbs  (3.9  -  11.8  inbs)  and  in  a 
delineation  shovel  test  at  depths  ranging  from  10-15  cmbs  (3.9  -  5.9  inbs).  A  wire  nail,  9  pieces  of 
unidentified  material  that  may  represent  paint  flecks,  and  2  pieces  of  plastic  were  recovered  in  association 
with  the  shell  deposit.  No  prehistoric  cultural  material  was  observed  or  recovered  from  the  site.  These 
results  demonstrate  that  Site  32-03,  a  shell  fill  deposit  that  dates  from  the  historic/modern  era,  lacks 
research  potential.  This  site  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Site  32-03  is 
recommended. 
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SITE  NAME: 

OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS:  Site  32-08 


STATE  SURVEY  NO.: 


S5  Lm?^T'0N  T  APPROACH:  Site  32-08  is  located  along  Louisiana  57  approximately  0.95  km 
(0.59  mi)  to  the  southeast  of  the  confluence  of  Bayou  Sale  and  Four  Point  Bayou. 

PARISH:  Terrebonne  Parish. 


Section  11  fir 


.  Range  17E 


USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Quitman,  La  1994 

UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  15  E723000  N3249300 

geographical  coordinates:  90  42  10.62W  29  21  16.95N 


LANDFORM:  Site  32-08  occupies  a  natural  levee  along  Bayou  Sale. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Recent  alluvium. 

ELEVATKDN  AND  RELIEF:  Site  32-08  lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site  vicinity  is 

NEAREST  WATER:  Bayou  Sale  is  located  approximately  50  m  (164  ft)  to  the  east  of  Site  32-08. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  Site  32-08  occupies  the  natural  levee  along  the  west  bank  of 
Bayou  Sale  and  it  falls  between  the  bayou  and  a  backswamp. 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Mhoon  silt  loam,  low  phase. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  16TR26. 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


DESCRIPTION:  Site  32-08  was  identified  during  Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological 
inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study.  The  site  consists  of  a  nineteenth  to 
twentieth  century  historic  period  artifact  scatter  that  may  represent  the  remains  of  a  former  habitation.  Site 
32-08  is  located  along  the  west  bank  of  Bayou  Sale  and  it  lies  approximately  0.95  km  (0.59  mi)  to  the 
southeast  of  the  confluence  of  Bayou  Sale  and  Four  Point  Bayou.  The  site  is  positioned  atop  natural  levee 
deposits  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD.  It  measures  110  m  (361  ft)  in  length  along  its 
major  northeast/southwest  axis  by  66  m  (217  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor  northwest/southeast  axis.  The  site 
occupies  a  former  pasture  where  vegetation  consists  of  a  variety  of  grasses  and  widely  scattered 
saplings.  Surface  visibility  at  Site  32-08  is  0  percent.  [CONTINUED] 


SITE  SIZE:  66  x  1 10  m  (217  x  361  ft). 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  Moderate. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  A  typical  shovel  test  at  Site  32-08  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of 
50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  grayish 
brown  (10YR  5/2)  clayey  silt  that  ranged  from  0-20  cmbs  (0  -  7.9  inbs);  this  stratum  represented  the 
plowzone.  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  4/3)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the 
base  of  Stratum  I  to  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  Artifacts  were  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=105)  and  Stratum  II 
(n=40)  of  the  site  matrix. 

FEATURES;  None. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  Nineteenth  to  twentieth  century. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Site  32-08  is  destroyed. 

PRESENT  USE:  Former  pasture. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Past  and  present  impacts  include  plowing.  Future  impacts  include 
plowing  and  levee  construction. 


COLLECTIONS 

SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  and  systematic  shovel  testing. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  A  total  of  145  historic  period  artifacts  and  18  pieces  of  shell  were 
recovered  from  Site  32-08.  The  historic  artifacts  were  described  as  82  brick  fragments,  2  pieces  of  slate 
roofing,  20  ceramic  sherds  (6  ironstone  sherds,  13  whiteware  sherds,  and  1  yellowware  sherd),  23  glass 
shards  (2  cup  bottom  molded  glass  shards,  1  lamp  glass  shard,  1  machine-made  lip  glass  shard,  1  tooled 
lip  glass  shard,  2  unidentified  blown-in-mold  glass  shards,  14  unidentified  bottle  glass  shards,  1 
unidentified  fire-damaged  glass  shard,  and  1  flat  glass  shard),  and  18  pieces  of  metal  (2  bolts/brackets,  1 
wire  fragment,  7  nails,  and  8  pieces  of  unidentified  metal).  The  shell  material  recovered  from  the  site  was 
characterized  as  17  brackish  water  clam  ( Rangia  cuneata)  specimens  and  1  unidentified  shell  fragment. 


RESEARCH  POTENTIAL:  Site  32-08  lacks  integrity  and  research  potential. 

°,RkNJTI°NtAL  AGISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  Site  32-08  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance 
as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (26  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

RECOMMENDATIONS:  No  additional  testing  of  Site  32-08  is  recommended. 


OWNER/TENANT  AND  ADDRESS:  Unknown. 

INFORMANTS:  None. 

PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  None. 

SLLtECTI°NS^ND  A/JILABILITY:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation 
2®^°“  DeVel°Pment’  °iViSi0n  °f  ArChae0,°^  Bat0n  R°^'  ^isiana  upon 

PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation  and 
ofthe^ro^06  °f  CUtUral  Devel°Pment-  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon  completion 


REFERENCES: 

Robblee,  Patrick  P„  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  /  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Panshes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 
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New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70123 
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A  total  of  98  shovel  tests  were  excavated  within  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  32-08  to  delineate  the 
configuration  of  the  site;  55  shovel  tests  fell  within  the  site  boundaries  and  28  shovel  tests  produced 
cultural  or  faunal  material.  This  material  consisted  of  145  historic  period  artifacts  and  18  pieces  of  shell. 
The  historic  material  was  described  as  82  brick  fragments,  2  pieces  of  slate  roofing,  20  ceramic  sherds  (6 
ironstone  sherds,  13  whiteware  sherds,  and  1  yellowware  sherd),  23  glass  shards  (2  cup  bottom  molded 
glass  shards,  1  lamp  glass  shard,  1  machine-made  lip  glass  shard,  1  tooled  lip  glass  shard,  2  unidentified 
blown-in-mold  glass  shards,  14  unidentified  bottle  glass  shards,  1  unidentified  fire-damaged  glass  shard, 
and  1  flat  glass  shard),  and  18  pieces  of  metal  (2  bolts/brackets,  1  wire  fragment,  7  nails,  and  8  pieces  of 
unidentified  metal).  Diagnostic  historic  period  artifacts  recovered  from  the  site,  including  ironstone, 
whiteware,  yellowware,  cup  bottom  molded  glass,  machine-made  glass,  tooled  lip  glass,  amethyst-colored 
glass,  machine  cut  nails,  and  wire  nails,  suggested  that  Site  32-08  was  occupied  during  the  nineteenth 
and  early  twentieth  centuries.  The  shell  material  recovered  from  the  site  was  characterized  as  17  brackish 
water  clam  ( Rangia  cuneata)  specimens  and  1  unidentified  shell  fragment. 

The  recovered  artifact  assemblage  suggested  that  Site  32-08  represented  the  remains  of  a 
nineteenth  to  twentieth  century  dwelling.  While  no  intact  architectural  features  were  identified,  architectural 
debris,  including  82  brick  fragments,  2  pieces  of  slate  roofing,  and  7  nails,  accounted  for  nearly  63  percent 
of  the  total  artifact  assemblage.  These  results  suggested  that  a  structure  may  have  been  present  at  Site 
32-08  during  the  nineteenth  and  early  twentieth  centuries.  The  remainder  of  the  site  assemblage  largely 
was  comprised  of  domestic  artifacts  such  as  refined  earthenwares  (ironstone,  whiteware,  and  yellowware) 
and  bottle  glass  (Table  32-08.3).  Identifiable  ceramic  and  glass  forms  included  an  ironstone  teacup  and  a 
machine-made  patent  medicine  bottle. 

A  typical  shovel  test  at  Site  32-08  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  at  it  exhibited 
two  strata  in  profile  (Figure  32-08.4).  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2) 
clayey  silt  that  ranged  from  0-20  cmbs  (0  -  7.9  inbs);  this  stratum  represented  the  plowzone.  It  was 
underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  4/3)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to 
50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs).  Artifacts  were  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=105)  and  Stratum  II  (n=40)  of  the  site 
matrix. 

Data  recovered  from  Site  32-08  suggested  that  site  consisted  of  the  remains  of  a  domestic 
dwelling  that  dated  from  the  nineteenth  and  early  twentieth  centuries.  Although  a  road  extending  across 
Bayou  Sale  was  identified  in  the  vicinity  of  Site  32-08  on  the  1953  aerial  photographs  contained  in  the 
Terrebonne  Parish  soil  survey,  no  evidence  of  a  structure  was  apparent  in  the  photographs.  In  fact,  the 
site  area  appeared  to  have  been  under  cultivation  in  the  1953  photographs.  These  results  suggested  that 
any  structures  present  at  Site  32-08  were  removed  or  demolished  prior  to  that  date.  Shovel  testing 
throughout  the  site  area  confirmed  that  Site  32-08  has  been  impacted  severely  by  plowing.  A  majority  of 
the  artifacts  recovered  from  the  site  (n=105;72  percent)  originated  from  plowzone  contexts.  No  evidence 
of  intact  cultural  deposits  or  research  potential  was  identified  at  the  site.  These  results  demonstrate  that 
Site  32-08  lacks  integrity  and  research  potential.  This  site  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as 
defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional 
testing  of  Site  32-08  is  recommended. 
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SITE  NAME:  Bayou  Sale#1 

OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS:  Site  32-09. 


STATE  SURVEY  NO. 


L?CATIOf^ND  APPROACH:  Site  32-09  is  located  approximately  1 .1  km  (0.7  mi)  to  the  southeast  of 
the  confluence  of  Bayou  Sale  and  Four  Point  Bayou.  soumeast  or 

PARISH:  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisiana. 


Section  11  fir 


.  Range  17E 


USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Quitman,  La  1994 

UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  15  E723080  N3249180 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES:  90  42  10.71W  29  21  13.05N 


PHYSICAL  SETTING 

LANDFORM:  Site  32-09  occupies  a  natural  levee  along  Bayou  Sale. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Recent  alluvium. 

ELEVATION  AND  RELIEF:  Site  32-01  lies  at  an  elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site  vicinity  is 

NEAREST  WATER:  Site  32-09  is  located  approximately  70  m  (230  ft)  to  the  west  of  Bavou  Sale  and 
approximately  1 .1  km  (0.7  mi)  to  the  southeast  of  the  confluence  of  that  distributary  and  Four  Point  Bayou. 

BavoiI  Sale  and ^It  T°  T^RRA,N:  Site  32*09  occupies  the  natural  levee  along  the  west  bank  of 

bayou  Sale  and  it  falls  between  the  bayou  and  a  backswamp. 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Mhoon  silt  loam,  low  phase. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  Site  16TR26 


SITE  DESCRIPTION 


SITE  DESCRIPTION:  Site  32-09,  a  multi-component  site  containing  a  Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian  period 
shell  midden  and  a  nineteenth  century  historic  period  artifact  scatter,  was  identified  during  Phase  I  cultural 
resources  survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility  Study.  The 
site  is  located  on  the  west  bank  of  Bayou  Sale  approximately  1.1  km  (0.7  mi)  to  the  southeast  of  the 
confluence  of  that  distributary  and  Four  Point  Bayou.  It  occupies  a  distributary  natural  levee  and  it  lies  at  an 
elevation  of  0.9  m  (3  ft)  NGVD.  The  natural  levee  in  this  area  largely  is  subsided  and  the  site  currently 
borders  a  freshwater  marsh.  Site  32-09  measures  approximately  83  m  (272.2  ft)  in  length  along  its  major 
northwest/southeast  axis  and  50  m  (164.0  ft)  in  width  along  its  minor  northeast/southwest  axis.  Currently,  the 
site  area  consists  of  fallow  pasture  with  only  limited  surface  visibility.  The  vegetation  in  this  area  consists  of  a 
variety  of  grasses  and  sparsely  scattered  saplings.  [CONTINUED] 

SITE  SIZE:  50  x  83  m  (164  x  272  ft). 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  The  density  of  the  cultural  material  is  low.  The  density  of  the 
faunal  material  is  high. 

DEPTH  OF  DEPOSIT/STRATIGRAPHY:  While  a  minority  of  the  shovel  tests  excavated  at  Site  32-09 
exhibited  one  (n=8)  or  three  (n=3)  strata  in  profile,  a  typical  shovel  test  (n=66)  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50 
cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in  profile.  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  grayish  brown 
(10YR  5/2  )  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the  surface  to  an  average  depth  of  20  cmbs  (7.9  inbs);  this  deposit 
was  characterized  as  the  plowzone.  It  was  underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  4/3  )  silty  clay  that 
reached  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  a  maximum  excavated  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.6  inbs).  Cultural  and 
faunal  material  was  recovered  from  Stratum  I  (n=484),  II  (n=94),  and  III  (n=14)  of  the  site  matrix  and  from 
depths  ranging  from  0  -  50  cmbs  (0  - 1 9.7  inbs). 

FEATURES:  Shell  midden. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian  period. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  While  Site  32-09  has  been  impacted  by  plowing,  faunal  material 
was  recovered  from  below  the  plowzone.  The  site  is  approximately  70  percent  destroyed. 

PRESENT  USE:  Former  pasture. 

PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  IMPACTS:  Past  and  present  impacts  include  plowing.  Future  impacts  include 
plowing  and  levee  construction. 


SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey  and  systematic  shovel  testing. 

^P:'?N°F^TER^L:  °Urin9  SUrVey’  2  Prehistoric  Period  ceramic  sherds,  2  historic  period 
™  .  ’  588  ^ole  or  fragmentary  shells  were  recovered  from  Site  32-09.  The  prehistoric  material 

cons'sted  of  1  Bell  Plain  var.  unspecified  body  sherd  and  1  Mississippi  Plain  var.  unspecified  body  sherd- 
both  of  these  ceramic  types  date  from  the  Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian  periods  (ca.  A.D.  1410  -  1700)! 

e  istoric  material  recovered  from  Site  32-09  was  listed  as  1  plain  yellowware  sherd  (ca.  A.D.  1830  -  1900) 
and  1  unidentified  piece  of  metal.  Lastly,  the  faunal  material  was  catalogued  as  587  whole  (n=217)  or 

fragmentary  (n=370)  brackish  water  clam  ( Rangia  cuneata)  shells  and  1  fragmentary  Virginia  oyster 
{Crassostrea  virgmica)  shell.  3 


RESEARCH  POTENTIAL:  Site  32-09  possess  moderate  research  potential  as  an  exemplar  of  a  Late 
Plaquemine/Mississippian  period  shell  midden. 

^hN  MT,f°N/)LDRE<!ISTf R  ELIGIBILITY:  Site  32-09  may  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as 
defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

RECOMMENDATIONS:  Avoidance  or  additional  testing  of  Site  32-09  is  recommended. 


RECORDS 

OWNER/TENANT  AND  ADDRESS:  Unknown. 

INFORMANTS:  None. 

PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  Mclntire  in  1952  and  Altschul  in  1978. 

COLLECTiONS  AND  AVAILABILITY:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation 

and  Tourism  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon 
completion  of  the  project. 

PHOTOGRAPHS  AND  MAPS:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation  and 

Tourism,  Office  of  Cultural  Development,  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge.  Louisiana  upon  completion 
of  the  project.  r 


REFERENCES: 

Robblee,  Patrick  P„  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 
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5824  Plauche  Street 
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A  total  of  78  shovel  tests  were  excavated  to  delineate  the  horizontal  and  vertical  boundaries  of  Site  32- 
09.  While  27  shovel  tests  fell  within  the  site  boundary,  only  14  shovel  tests  produced  cultural  or  faunal 
material.  This  material  was  described  as  2  prehistoric  period  ceramic  sherds,  2  historic  period  artifacts,  and 
588  whole  or  fragmentary  shells.  The  prehistoric  material  consisted  of  1  Bell  Plain  var.  unspecified  body 
sherd  and  1  Mississippian  Plain  var.  unspecified  body  sherd;  both  of  these  ceramic  types  date  from  the  Late 
Plaquemine/Mississippian  periods  (ca.  A.D.  1410  -  1700).  The  historic  material  recovered  from  Site  32-09 
was  listed  as  1  plain  yellowware  sherd  (ca.  A.D.  1830  -  1900)  and  1  unidentified  piece  of  metal.  Lastly,  the 
faunal  material  was  catalogued  as  587  whole  (n=217)  or  fragmentary  (n=370)  brackish  water  clam  ( Rangia 
cuneata)  shells  and  1  fragmentary  Virginia  oyster  ( Crassostrea  virginica)  shell;  15  shell  fragments  exhibited 
evidence  of  burning. 

While  a  minority  of  the  shovel  tests  at  Site  32-09  exhibited  one  (n=8)  or  three  (n=3)  strata  in  profile,  a 
typical  shovel  test  (n=66)  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7  inbs)  and  it  exhibited  two  strata  in 
profile.  Stratum  I  was  characterized  as  a  layer  of  grayish  brown  (10YR  5/2)  silty  clay  that  extended  from  the 
surface  to  an  average  depth  of  20  cmbs  (7.9  inbs);  this  deposit  was  characterized  as  the  plowzone.  It  was 
underlain  by  Stratum  II,  a  layer  of  brown  (10YR  4/3  )  silty  clay  that  reached  from  the  base  of  Stratum  I  to  a 
maximum  excavated  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.6  inbs).  Cultural  and  faunal  material  was  recovered  from  Stratum  I 
(n=484),  II  (n=94),  and  IN  (n=14)  of  the  site  matrix. 

The  results  of  the  current  investigation  demonstrate  that  Site  32-09  contains  both  prehistoric  and 
historic/modem  period  components.  The  prehistoric  component  consists  of  a  Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian 
period  shell  midden  and  the  historic/modern  component  consists  of  a  low  density  artifact  scatter;  the  latter 
probably  represents  the  remains  of  isolated  dumping  episodes.  Both  components  of  the  site  have  been 
impacted  by  plowing.  A  majority  of  the  faunal  material  (n=481;  82  percent)  as  well  as  both  of  the  prehistoric 
ceramic  sherds  recovered  from  the  site  originated  from  the  plowzone,  i.e.,  from  Stratum  I  of  the  site  matrix. 
None-the-less,  107  shells  or  shell  fragments,  approximately  18  percent  of  the  faunal  subassemblage 
recovered  from  the  site,  originated  from  deposits  below  the  plowzone.  These  results  demonstrate  that  intact 
midden  deposits  may  be  present  at  the  site.  Site  32-09  may  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined 
by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d])  as  an  exemplar  of  a 
Late  Plaquemine/Mississippian  period  shell  midden.  Additional  work  at  the  site  may  provide  important 
information  pertaining  to  subsistence  during  this  time  period.  Consequently,  avoidance  or  additional  testing  of 
the  site  is  recommended. 
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SITE  DESCRIPTION 

ftao  “  e“Rs'™k  8  °' prehisloric  ceramic  «•**<»  and  faunal  material,  is  located 

that  distributed  and ^Cutoff ranTxh^T  V  10  (0.6  mi)  to  the  northwest  of  the  confluence  of 

distributary  naL,  Z^ST ^  SifiSZ 

I®  the  SSSr l/S°UHh  aXi$  *?  30  m  (98  4  ft)  in  Width  al0n9  its  minor  east/west  axis-  lt(fe  bounded 
water  marsh.  y°U  30  ^  artlfic,al  levee  comPrised  of  dredge  spoil  and  to  the  west  by  a  brackish 

rernr^fnJn6^108  °rigi"aliy  was  identified  dY  Phillip  Rivet  in  1987  (Rivet  1987).  According  to  the  state  site 
sDoil  nrpctpn't  ahh'6  yf°  .^ehlstoric  ceramic  sherds  and  faunal  remains  were  surface  collected  from  dredge 

of  1987  Iden^Wenrp'h If  SP°" reportedly  had  been  excavated  from  Grand  Bayou  sometime  around  May 
o  CnL  rf  i  f  prah,S*°r'c  ceramic  sherds  ^covered  from  the  site  included  the  types  Coleman  Incised 
ar?°les  C|  K  nC'Sed  3nd  Baytown  Plain-  ln  addition,  faunal  material  identified  as  the  remains  of  allioator 
and  deer  also  was  collected  from  the  site.  Rivet  did  not  assess  the  significance  of  Site 1 aSSK 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  [CONTINUED]  9 

SITE  SIZE:  30  x  100  m  (98.4  x  328.1  ft). 

CONFIGURATION:  Ovoid. 

DENSITY  OF  CULTURAL  MATERIALS:  Light. 

^Dica|Hst^vp?fZ?SIT/ST^TI?^APHY:  A  t0tal  °f  S'X  Sh°Vel  teStS  Were  excavated  at  Site  16LF108.  A 

Saturn  IUnnSi  TheXCf''f  a  dep,h  0f  50  cmbs  <197  lnbs>  and  •  exhibited  only  one  stratum 
(Stratum  I)  in  profile.  This  stratum  was  comprised  of  dredge  spoil  and  it  was  described  as  a  laver  of  linht 

andmranaiarshili°(IR4«f  ’  ^  '"T*'  wilh  stron9  brown  s"  (7'5YR  5,6>- While  a  sma"  amount  of  oyster 

historic  ^  °f  8,6  ^  KS,S'  n°  prehist°* 

FEATURES:  None. 

DATING/CULTURAL  AFFILIATION:  Late  Coles  Creek  through  Early  Mississippian. 

PRESENT  CONDITION/PRESERVATION:  Destroyed. 

PRESENT  USE:  Site  16LF108  sits  atop  an  artificial  hurricane  protection  levee. 

Futor^mLp*ND  ^UTU,RE  ,MPACTS:  Past  and  Present  imPacts  include  dredging  and  levee  construction. 
Future  impacts  include  levee  construction. 

COLLECTIONS 

SURVEY/EXCAVATION  METHOD:  Pedestrian  survey,  systematic  shovel  testing,  and  systematic  probing. 


DESCRIPTION  OF  MATERIAL:  Only  faunal  material  was  observed  at  Site  16LF108  as  a  result  of  the 
current  investigation.  Previous  investigators,  however,  have  recovered  prehistoric  ceramic  material  from  the 
site  including  the  types  Coleman  Incised  or  Coles  Creek  Incised,  Plaquemine  Brushed,  and  Baytown  Plain. 


STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
SITE  UPDATE  FORM 

LOCATIONAL  DATA 

SITE  NAME:  STATE  SURVEY  NO.:  16LF108 

OTHER  SITE  DESIGNATIONS: 

SITE  LOCATION  AND  APPROACH:  Site  16LF108  is  located  along  the  west  bank  of  Grand  Bayou 
approximately  1 .0  km  (0.6  mi)  to  the  northwest  of  the  confluence  of  that  distributary  and  Cutoff  Canal. 

PARISH:  Lafourche  Parish. 

Section  no  section  number  Township  19S  Range  20E 
USGS  QUADRANGLE:  Lake  Bully  Camp,  La  1994 
UTM  COORDINATES:  Zone  15  E747800  N3260000 

GEOGRAPHICAL  COORDINATES: 

PHYSICAL  SETTING 

LANDFORM:  Site  16LF108  occupies  a  subsided  natural  levee. 

GEOMORPHIC  PROCESSES:  Subsidence. 

ELEVATION  AND  RELIEF:  Site  16LF108  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.2  m  (4  ft)  NGVD;  the  relief  in  the  site 
vicinity ‘s  flat. 

NEAREST  WATER:  Site  16LF108  is  bounded  to  the  east  by  Grand  Bayou. 

POSITION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  TERRAIN:  Site  16LF108  is  located  on  the  west  bank  of  Grand  Bayou. 

SOIL  CHARACTERISTICS:  Lafitte-Clovelly  Association. 

FLORAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 

FAUNAL  COMMUNITIES:  Typical  natural  levee  communities. 


NEAREST  KNOWN  SITE:  Site  16TR33. 


Ol  i  fc  EVALUATION 


POTENTIAL:  Site  16LF108  lacks  research  potential. 

STATE  OR  NATIONAL  REGISTER  ELIGIBILITY:  Site  16LF108  does  not  possess  the  dualities  of 
significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

RECOMMENDATIONS :  No  additional  testing  of  Site  16LF108  is  recommended. 


RECORDS 

2ER/r!fAJT  AT  ADDRESS:  Point  Au  Chien  Wildlife  Management  Area,  Louisiana  Department  of 
Wildlife  and  Fisheries,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana.  uepanmeni  or 

INFORMANTS:  None. 

PREVIOUS  INVESTIGATIONS:  Rivet  (1987);  Wojtala  and  Stout  (1991). 

an^Tourls^nffirf?  AVAII-ABJL|JY:  To  be  curated  with  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation, 
completiorfof  the^project.  e'°PmKU  “™'°"  «f  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge.  Louisiana  upon 

T^Im^r^f  ?N,P  ^1  nPS:  ,T°  be  CUrated  With  the  Louisiana  DePartment  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and 
of  th^rojed  f  CU  Ura  DeVel0pment|  Division  of  Archaeology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  upon  completion 


REFERENCES: 

Robblee,  Patrick  P„  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 

RECORDED  BY:  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  M.A.,  Assistant  Project  Manager 
Patrick  P.  Robblee,  M.A.,  Project  Manager 
R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc. 

5824  Plauche  Street 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70123 

DATE:  December  9,  1999. 


STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 
CONTINUATION  FORM 


Site  Name _ Site  Survey  Number _ 

Site  16LF108  was  revisited  in  1991  by  archeologists  from  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New 
Orleans  District,  during  a  cultural  resources  survey  of  the  then  proposed  Larose  to  Golden  Meadow 
Hurricane  Protection  Project  (Wojtala  and  Stout  1991).  The  site  was  relocated  atop  an  artificial  levee 
comprised  of  dredge  material  excavated  from  Grand  Bayou.  It  was  described  as  a  series  of  three  disctete 
artifact  scatters  that  produced  Late  Coles  Creek  through  Early  Mississippian  period  ceramic  sherds  and 
faunal  remains.  Since  it  was  known  that  the  dredge  material  used  to  build  the  artificial  levee  had  been 
excavated  from  a  borrow  pit  located  immediately  to  the  east  of  the  site,  this  location  was  hypothesized  as  the 
source  of  the  cultural  material  deposited  on  the  levee.  The  prehistoric  ceramic  sherds  recovered  from  the  site 
were  described  as  1  Plaquemine  Brushed  sherd,  1  Coles  Creek  Incised  sherd,  and  approximately  20  to  25 
undecorated  sherds  that  may  represent  the  type  Baytown  Plain.  In  addition  to  this  material,  the  remains  of 
alligator,  turtle,  small  mammals,  and  fish  as  well  as  a  small  number  oyster  and  brackish  water  clam  shells 
were  observed  at  the  site.  The  low  numbers  of  shell  observed  in  the  assemblage  suggested  that  Site 
16LF108  may  have  represented  an  earth  as  opposed  to  a  shell  midden  before  it  was  impacted  by  dredging. 
Wojtala  and  Stout  (1991)  listed  the  research  potential  of  Site  16LF108  as  unknown  but  probably  low.  The  site 
was  not  assessed  applying  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  relocated  Site  16LF108  as  part  of  the  current  investigation 
during  survey  of  Area  25.  Fieldwork  in  the  site  vicinity  consisted  of  pedestrian  survey  augmented  by 
systematic  shovel  testing  along  the  artificial  levee  as  well  as  systematic  subsurface  probing  at  10  m  (32.8  ft) 
intervals  along  the  banks  of  Grand  Bayou  to  the  east  and  along  the  brackish  marsh  to  the  west.  A  total  of  six 
shovel  tests  were  excavated  at  the  site.  A  typical  shovel  test  was  excavated  to  a  depth  of  50  cmbs  (19.7 
inbs)  and  it  exhibited  only  one  stratum  (Stratum  I)  in  profile.  This  stratum  was  comprised  of  dredge  spoil  and 
it  was  described  as  a  layer  of  light  brownish  gray  (10YR  6/2)  silty  clay  mottled  with  strong  brown  silt  (7.5YR 
5/6).  While  a  small  amount  of  oyster  and  rangia  shell  (n=48)  was  observed  in  the  fill  excavated  from  four  of 
the  shovel  tests,  no  prehistoric  or  historic  period  cultural  material  was  recovered.  In  addition,  no  evidence  of 
buried  cultural  deposits  (e.g.,  a  shell  midden)  was  identified  during  the  systematic  probing  completed  at  the 
site. 

The  data  recovered  as  a  result  of  the  current  investigation  at  Site  16LF108  combined  with  the 
information  previously  collected  at  the  site  by  Rivet  (1987)  and  Wojtala  and  Stout  (1991)  demonstrates  that 
the  site  consists  of  a  secondary  deposit  of  dredge  spoil  that  also  contains  a  limited  amount  of  prehistoric 
cultural  material  and  faunal  remains.  The  site  has  been  destroyed  by  previous  dredging  in  Grand  Bayou  and 
by  the  construction  of  an  artificial  levee.  No  evidence  of  intact  cultural  deposits  was  identified  at  the  site. 
These  results  demonstrate  that  Site  16LF108  lacks  integrity  and  research  potential.  This  site  does  not 
possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for 
evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  testing  of  Site  16LF108  is  recommended. 
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Louisiana  Division  of  Historic  Preservation 

Office  of  Cultural  Development 

Department  of  Culture,  Recreation  and  Tourism 


Location  and  Geographic  Information 


f~1  Addendum  Attached 


Name  of  Property: . 
Address:  Hi.  1 


S s'),  601 . 


Locality:  DCity  0  Community  □  Vicinity  □  Rural 

City/Community/Vicinity  of...:  /V _ 

Topographic  Quad:. 


UTM: 
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0±jr\ 


Quad  Size:  H  7.5  D  15 
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Property  Information 


Type:  □  Site  H  Structure  tH  Building  Q  Object 


Level  of  Recognition:  □  NHL  0  NR  individual  □  NR  district/element  □  DOE  □  Local  □  None 

Previously  Surveyed:  E3  Yes  □  No  When,  Located  Where?:  JAjJLf _ - 

Government  Preservation  Activity:  53  Section  106  □  Grant  □  Tax  Credit  □  Local  Ord.  □  Other 

HABS/HAER:  □  Yes  □  No  NR  eligibility:  0  Potential  individual  □  Potential  district  □  Ineligible 
Condition:  □  Excellent  □  Good  0  Fair  □  Poor  □  Ruin 

Remark: _ _ _ _ _ 

Integrity:  □  Unaltered  0  Altered  (Historic)  □  Altered  (Non-Historic) 

Remark: _ _ _ 

Threats:  □  Abandonment  □  Neglect  □  Alteration  □  Development  ^  Government  Action  □  None 
Remark:  UvJ  e^.  C  -OrNsVu  cViOrv _ _ 
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_ Mission 

_ Italian  Renaissance 

_ French  Renaissance 


continuous  stone 
continuous  ooncrete  block 
concrete  slab 


_  Prairie  _ International 

Commercial  Style  Other 

_  Chicago 

Skyscraper  &V\cT\  ddr> 

_  Craftsman  _ _ _ 

Moderne  _ 

Art  Deco  _ 


unknown 


_  w/storie  infill 
w/  brick  infill 
w/concrefe1 block  infill 


Construction! 

_ log  (note  notch) 

. balloon  frame 

_ load  bearing  concrete  block 

_ hewn  log 

X  unknown  wood  frame 

reinforced  concrete 

_ post  in  ground 

_ french  timber  frame 

_ load  bearing  bnck 

_ steel  frame/curtain  wall 

_ post  on  sill 

_ eastern  brace  frame 

_ load  bearing  stone 

_ unknown  construction 

_  w/  bousillage  infill 

_ w/  brick  infill 

w/  stone  infill 


Exterior  Materials  1 

X  vertical  board 

_ stone  (note  dressing) 

_ terra  cotta 

_ asphalt 

-  _ -1 

_ board  and  batten 

concrete  block 

glazed  brick/tile/btock 

reconstituted  wood  siding 

_ log  (note  dressing) 

_ wood  shingle 

decorative  concrete  block 

X  sheet  metal 

permastone 

_ d  a  pboa  rd/weatherboard 

_ exposed  bousillage 

_ poured  concrete  wall 

_ enamelled  steel 

_  other  (see  narrative) 

_ drop/novelty  siding 

_ stucco 

_ pigmented  glass 

_ asbestos 

_ unknown 

X  flush  horizontal  board 

_ bnck  (note  bond) 

_ glass  block 

_ aluminum/vinyl  siding 

Roof  mu 

_ parapet  gable 

_ stepped  gable 

_ gambrel 

t\ip 

_ pyramidal 

mansard 

_ conical  _ unknown 

flat 

X  front  gable 

_ dipped  gable 

_ double  pitch  hip 

_ complex 

_ shed 

_ side  gable 

_ cross  gable 

_ gable  on  hip 

_ round 

_ other  (see  narrative) 

Roof  Materials 

_ asphalt  shingle 

_ built  up 

_ asbestos 

other 

_ wood  shingle 

X  metal 

_  unknown 

_ slate 

_ ceramic/terra  cotta  tile 

Chimney(s) 


_gable  end  exterior 
gable  end  interior/flush 


_ ridge  center 

_ ridge  off-center 

_ slope  center 

_ slope  off  center 


_ low  pitch 

_ moderate  pitch 

_ steep  pitch 

_  w /  parapet  wall 


_  lateral  exterior 
_  removed 
_  other 
unknown 


Standing  Structure  55-1013 

Standing  Structure  55-1013  was  revisited  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  in  1999 
curing  Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the 
u  feasibility  Study.  The  structure  is  positioned  adjacent  to  Standing  Structure  55-1012.  It  is  situated 
a  ong  the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terrebonne  approximately  50  m  (164  ft)  northeast  of  the  intersection  of  that 
ayou  and  Lapeyrouse  Canal.  The  structure  is  positioned  immediately  east  of  Louisiana  Highway  55. 
Standing  Structure  55-1013  originally  was  recorded  by  Paul  Leslie  in  1981.  He  characterized  the  dwelling 
as  a  linear  tin  gable  balloon  structure  with  “center  match  boards  under  the  front  porch;  [a]  tin  exterior;  6 
poich  posts  [a]  small  eyebrow;  concrete  piers;  board  and  batten  shutters;  transoms;  three  front  doors; 
[an  a)  win  ow  in  the  front  end  gable”.  Leslie  stated  that  Standing  Structure  55-1013  was  built  ca.  1892 
y  the  Layperouse  [sic]”  family.  The  architectural  significance  of  the  dwelling  was  not  assessed 

Standing  Structure  55-1013  was  revisited  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  and 
a  itional  information  pertaining  to  the  architectural  style  of  the  building  was  collected.  The  structure 
consists  o  a  symmetrical,  wood  frame,  National  style,  front-gabled  shotgun  with  wings  on  either  side  of 
,,C  bT*"g’the  f uctLUrLe  may  have  been  utilized  as  a  residence,  a  store,  or  both.  The  shotgun  measures 
in  ength  by  6  m  (19.7  ft)  in  width  and  it  is  oriented  perpendicular  to  Louisiana  Highway 
...  1C  ^'n8  along  the  northern  side  of  the  building  measures  9  m  (29.5  ft)  in  length  by  3  m  (9.8  ft)  in 

-r l  '  ’  rc  Tng  al°ng  thC  southem  side  measures  1  1  m  (36.1  ft)  in  length  by  3  m  (9.8  ft)  in  width 
1  he  roof  of  the  shotgun  is  front-gabled;  the  roof  on  both  of  the  wings  is  extended  from  the  main  roof 
similar  to  an  extended  porch  roof.  The  roof  on  both  the  shotgun  and  the  wings  is  comprised  of  corrugated 
metal  1  here  is  no  ornamentation  on  the  roof.  In  addition,  the  building  lacks  a  chimney. 

Although  dense  vegetation  prevented  the  observation  of  the  foundation  system  the  structure 
certainly  is  supported  by  masonry,  probably  brick,  concrete,  and/or  cinder  block,  piers.  Standing  Structure 
T,  ,  u'ood  frame-  but  the  specific  method  of  construction  is  not  known.  The  shotgun  is  clad  in  cut 
V  ooden  planks;  the  planks  are  horizontally  oriented  along  the  front  (western)  and  rear  (eastern)  elevations 
o  t  re  structure  and  vertically  oriented  along  both  sides.  Both  the  horizontally  and  vertically  oriented 
planks  are  Rush  and  they  may  contain  either  shiplap  or  tongue  and  groove  joints.  The  planks  are  painted 
^ia\  e  wings  associated  with  the  shotgun  are  clad  in  corrugated  metal. 

The  front  porch  at  Standing  Structure  55-1013  extends  across  the  entire  faqade  of  the  eastern 
elevation  of  the  shotgun.  The  porch  is  inset  into  the  shotgun  and  it  is  contained  beneath  the  principal  roof 
a  corrugated  metal  awning  also  covers  a  portion  of  the  porch.  The  porch  contains  four  squared  wooden 
columns  with  two  wooden  steps  but  no  railing.  Other  than  the  awning,  there  is  no  ornamentation 
amerciated  with  the  front  porch.  The  porch  floor  is  comprised  of  (lush,  cut  planks  painted  gray.  There  is 
no  back  porch  associated  with  the  shotgun. 

The  front  door  at  Standing  Structure  55-1013  consists  of  a  double,  board  and  batten  door  with  a 
simple  wooden  casing  and  two  light  transoms.  There  is  no  back  door  to  the  structure  and  no  exterior 
entry  ways  to  the  wings.  Access  to  the  wings  undoubtedly  is  through  the  interior  of  the  shotgun.  There  are 
ice  windows  along  the  front  (eastern)  elevation  of  the  shotgun;  two  ol  these  windows  are  positioned  one 
to  either  side  of  the  front  door  on  the  main  wall,  while  the  third  is  located  on  the  gable.  The  former  are 
coveie  by  board  and  batten  shutters.  An  interesting  feature  adjacent  to  the  southernmost  of  these 
vvir.dows  is  a  metal  bracket  possibly  designed  to  support  a  lantern.  The  window  on  the  gable  wall  is 
ouble  hung  with  6/6  panes.  Most  of  the  glass  is  missing  from  this  window.  Additional  windows  are 
located  along  the  front  (eastern)  elevations  of  both  wings,  along  the  northern  elevation  of  the  northern 

7nS-  and  alon«  ,he  nortbem  elevation  of  the  shotgun.  There  are  no  windows  along  the  rear  (eastern) 
elevation  ol  the  shotgun. 

Standing  Structure  55-1013  probably  was  constructed  during  the  late  nineteenth  or  early  twentieth 
MQM-on  ^  Natl°nal  Style,  generally  dates  from  post  ca  1850  to  1890  McAlester  and  McAlestc. 

(I  /8:90)  note  that  shotguns  “dominated  many  modest  southern  neighborhoods  built  from  about  1880  to 

1930".  Paul  Leslie,  who  first  recorded  Standing  Structure  55-1013  in  1981,  suggested  that  the  buildin° 
dated  from  ca.  1892. 


In  summary,  Standing  Structure  55-1013  represents  a  late  nineteenth  to  early  twentieth  century, 
National  style,  shotgun.  The  structure  may  have  served  as  a  dwelling,  a  commercial  establishment,  or 
both.  Although  it  currently  is  unoccupied,  Standing  Structure  55-1013  is  in  fair  to  moderate  condition.  It 
is  a  distinguishable  entity  that  appears  to  be  characteristic  of  both  the  National  style  and  the  shotgun  form. 
Standing  Structure  55-1013  is  located  in  a  rural  area  and  it  appears  to  retain  integrity  of  setting.  Although 
wings  have  been  added  to  the  structure,  these  do  not  appear  to  have  altered  significantly  the  core  fabric  of 
the  shotgun.  These  results  suggest  that  Standing  Structure  55-1013  may  possess  research  potential  as  an 
exemplar  of  a  late-nineteenth  to  early  twentieth  century,  National  style  shotgun  possibly  utilized  as  a 
store.  This  structure  may  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  under  Criterion  C  (36  CFR  60.4  [cj).  Avoidance  or  additional  recordation  of  Standing 
Structure  55-1013  is  recommended. 


Windows 


_ fixed  divided 

_ single-hung 

.  batten  £  double -hung 

fixed  single  _ triple-hung 


_ bay 

_ oriel 

_ Palladian 

_ casement 


_ sliding  , 

_ replacement 

_  unknown 

other 


_ 1  /  1 

_ 2/2 

4/4 

2l  6/6 


9/9 
_  12/  12 
-2/1 
3/  1 


_ stained 

_ diamond 

_  unknown 

other 


Doors/Surrounds 

WE 

Porch 


number 


X  batten 

_ french 

_ panel 


__  ^sh  __  fanlight 

_ glazed  _ sidelights 

—  partially  glazed  X.  transom 


screened 


_ replacement 

unknown 


Federal 
Greek  Revival 
Queen  Anne 


—  gallery  — porfe-cochere  jC  integrated _ enclosed 

.  — portico  £  full  width  _ wrap  _ unknown 

"  —  balcony _ partial  width  _ peripteral  other 

verandah  _  loggia  attached  screened 


screened 


Secondary] 


_  stoop 
verandah 


Additions  and  Alterations 


_ gallery  _ porte-cochere _ integrated _ enclosed 

_ portico  _ full  width  _ wrap  _ unknown 

_ balcony _ partial  width  _ peripteral _ other 

_ loggia  _ attached  screened  j 


h'. 

MSP 


I  M  S 


I  M  S 


Plantation  Agriculture  (1750-1945) 
jL  Creole  Architecture  (1750  -  1900) 

_ Upland  South  Culture  (1820  -1945) 

_ New  Odeans  as  Seaport  (1718  -1945) 

_ Transportation  Systems  (1812  -1845) 

_ Historic  Lumber  Industry  (1880-1920) 

_ Rice  Boom  (1880-1945) 

_ Oil  and  Gas  Industry  (1903-1945) 

Anglo-American  Architecture  (1800-1945) 


agriculture  _ religion 

A.  architecture  _ science 

—  archeology  __  social  history 

—  ar*  _ transportation 

_ commerce 

_ communications 

—  community  planning  and  development 
_ conservation 

_ economics 

I  _ education 

_ engineenng 

_ entertainment/recreation 

_ ethnic  heritage 

_ exploration/settlement 

_ health/medidne 

_ mdustiy 

_ invention 

_ landscape  architecture 

_ law 

_ literature 

_ maritime  history 

_ military 

_ performing  arts 

_ philosophy 

_ politics/government 


Narrative 


Standing  Structure  55-1013  consists  of  a  symmetrical,  wood  frame,  National  style,  front-gabled 
shotgun  with  wings  on  either  side  of  the  building;  the  structure  may  have  been  utilized  as  a  residence,  a 
store,  or  both.  The  shotgun  measures  16  m  (52.5  ft)  in  length  by  6  m  (19.7  ft)  in  width  and  it  is  oriented 
perpendicular  to  Louisiana  Highway  55.  A  more  detailed  description  of  Standing  Structure  55-1013  is 
attached  to  this  form  as  an  addendum. 


Robblee,  Patrick  P.,  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  Jeremy  Pincoske,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  l  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes .  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project. 


Outbuildings 


1- single  crib  barn  4  -  storage/misc.  shed  7  -  corn  crib 

2  -  double  crib  barn  5  -  smoke  house  6  -  coop 

3  -  transverse-crib  barn  6  -  spring/well  house  9  -  quarters 


#i 

type: _ 

date:  e  /  c_ 
comment; 


n 

type: _ 

date:  e  /  c _ 

comment: 


10 -garcconier  13 -office  16-privey 

1 1  -pigeonnier  14  -  machine  shed  17 -stable 

12 -kitchen  15 -garage  18 -other 


#3 

type: 

#4 

type: 

date :  e  /  c 

date :  c  /  c 

comment: 

comment: 

§5 

type: 

#6 

type: 

date :  e  /  c 

date:  e  /  c 

comment: 

comment: 

)uisiana  Historic  Resource  Inventory 


Louisiana  Division  of  Historic  Preservation 

Office  of  Cultural  Development 

Department  of  Culture,  Recreation  and  Tourism 


Location  and  Geographic  Information 


Addendum  Attached 


Name  of  Property: _ _ 

Address:  ^lL,  d,  (?>o» 

Locality:  □  City  S  Community  □  Vicinity  □  Rural 

City/Community/Vicinity  of...:  /Vdon'l  iyi~ _ 

Topographic  Quad:  /MorHe  g  +  I—  A 

utm:  EE- (MISSSE- -BSHSIMMo] 

zone  easting  northing 

Owner  Name:  _ 

Owner  Address:  Kr\ 


Parish:  Wrr^bono 


Quad  Size:  SI  7.5  □  15 

iss  s 

township  section 


Tax  Parcel:  k.v^  o  cJk-v 


Property  Information 


Type:  □  Site  0  Structure  □  Building  □  Object 


Level  of  Recognition:  Q  NHL  @  NR  individual  Id  NR  district/element  D  DOE  D  Local  Id  None 
Previously  Surveyed:  0  Yes  □  No  When,  Located  Where?:  |C\%1;  Leslie 

Government  Preservation  Activity:  El  Section  106  □  Grant  □  Tax  Credit  □  Local  Ord.  □  Other 

HABS/HAER:  dYesDNo  NR  eligibility:  □  Potential  individual  □  Potential  district  El  Ineligible 
Condition:  □  Excellent  □  Good  0  Fair  □  Poor  □  Ruin 
Remark: _ _ 

Integrity:  □  Unaltered  □  Altered  (Historic)  0  Altered  (Non-Historic) 

Remark: _ 

Threats.  d  Abandonment  d  Neglect  Id  Alteration  d  Development  E  Government  Action  Id  None 
Remark:  .  Uwqe  coyNS~Vr.x:  _ 


form  HP-SVY98  l 


Physical  Description 


Date  of  Si  Circa 
Construction:  □  Exact 


■cv  Moved.  □  Yes 

10  C.  QMn 


When? 


"P*  for  Present,  "H"  for  Historic 


domestic 
ft  P  single  dwelling 

_ secondary  structure 

_ servant  quarter 

_ multiple  dwelling 

_ hotel 

_ institutional  housing 

_ camp 

_ commerce/trade 

_ business 

_ professional 

_ organizational 

_ financial  institution 

_ specialty  store 

_ department  store 

_ restaurant 

_ warehouse 


__  social 
_  meeting  hall 
_  clubhouse 
_  civic 

_  government 
_  capitot 
_  city  hall 

_  correctional  facility 
_  fire  station 
_  government  office 
_  custom  house 
_  post  office 
_  public  works 
_  courthouse 
_  education 
_  school 
_  college 


_  library 

_  research  facility 
_  religion 
_  religious  facility 
_  church  school 
_  recreation/culture 
_  theater 
_  auditorium 
_  museum 
_  sports  facility 
outdoor  recreation 
.  fair 

.  monument/marker 
work  of  art 

agriculture/subsistence 
.  processing 
.  storage 


_  animal  facility 
_  fishing  facility 
_  horticultural  facility 
_  irrigation  facility 
_  industry 
_  manufacturing 
_  extractive  facility 
_  waterworks 
_  communication  facility 
_  processing  site 
_  energy  production 
_  health  care 
_  hospital 
_  clinic 
_  sanitarium 
_  medical  office 
_  resort 
.  defense 
arms  storage 


__  fortification 
_  military  facility 
_  coast  guard  facility 
_  battle  site 
_  landscape 
_  park 
_  plaza 
_  garden 
_  transportation 
_  rail-related 
_  air-related 
_  water-related 
_  road-related 
_  pedestrian-related 
_  unknown 
.  vacant 
other 


single  pen 

_ shotgun 

_ double-shotgun 

_ came!  back 

X  double  pen 

_ hall-parlor 

_ saddlebag 

_ creole  cottage 

_ dog  trot 


central-halt 
_  gable-ell 
_  bungalow 
_  pyramidal  cottage 
_  Queen  Anne  cottage 
_  central-hall,  2  pile  cottage 
_  bluffland  cottage 
_  central-hall  l-house 
_  double-pen  l-house 


hall-parlor  l-house 
Creole  house 
central  hall.  2  pile  house 
Queen  Anne  house 
four  square 

minimal  tradition  cottage 

split  level  - - — - — 

ranch  Height:  _ 

.row house  width;-  ^ 

; depot  Depth:  _ 


_ skyscraper 

_ commercial  row  bldg. 


freestanding  commercial  . 

single-crib  barn  r- 


« vr  t-v.v  - 

yvsvsyrrietricalVT 

- vertical 

■rV<asy  metrical . 

V_ _ ’horizontal 

□  High  Style  □  Elements  of...  □  No  Style 


.  Creole/  French  Colonial 
_  Federal 

_  Greek  Revival  ' 

Gothic  Revival 
Italian  Villa 


_ Exotic  Revival  _ Eastlake/Stick 

_ Victorian  Gothic  _ Shingle  Style 

_ Italianate  _ Romanesque 

_ Second  Empire  _ Renaissance 

_ Queen  Anne  Beaux  Arts 


Foundation 


post  in  ground 


—  sill  on  ground  concrete  block  pier 

_ wooden  pier  _ concrete  pylon  pier 

-jL  brick  pier  continuous  brick 


_ Colonial  Revival 

_  Classical  Revival 

_ Tudor  Revival 

_ Late  Gothic  Revival 

_ Mission 

_ Italian  Renaissance 

_  French  Renaissance 


continuous  stone 
continuous  concrete  block 
concrete  slab 


_  Prairie  _ International 

Commercial  Style  Other _ 

_  Chicago 

.  Skyscraper  CQ&Z61&,  , 

.  Craftsman  Sirte- fcA 

Moderne  -Qc.rw.Lj _ 

Art  Deco 


unknown 


Construction  ■ 

_ log  (note  notch) 

_ balloon  frame 

_ load  bearing  concrete  block 

_ hewn  log 

X  unknown  wood  frame 

reinforced  concrete 

_ post  in  ground 

_ french  timber  frame 

_ load  bearing  brick 

_ steel  frame/curtain  wall 

_ post  on  sill 

_ eastern  brace  frame 

_ load  bearing  stone 

_ unknown  construction 

Exterior  Materials  I 


_ vertical  board 

_ board  and  batten 

.  lo9  (note  dressing)  wood  shingle 

clap  board /weatherboard _ exposed  bousillage 

drop/novelty  siding  _ stucco 

flush  horizontal  board  _ brick  (note  bond) 


_ stone  (note  dressing) 

_ concrete  block 

_ decorative  concrete  block 

_ poured  concrete  wall 

_ pigmented  glass 

_ glass  block 


_ terra  cotta 

_ glazed  brick/tile/block 

_ sheet  metal 

_ enamelled  steel 

Xv  asbestos 

_ aluminum/vinyl  siding 


w/.bousillage  infill 
■  ^Tw/  brick  infill 
v-  w/  stone  infill 


_ asphalt 

_  reconstituted  wood  siding 

_  permastone 

_  other  (see  narrative) 

unknown 


_ front  gable 

X  side  gable 

parapet  gable 
stepped  gable 
clipped  gable 
cross  gable 

_ gambrel 

_ hip 

_ double  pitch  hip 

_ _ gable  on  hip 

Roof  Materials 

_ _ asphalt  shingle 

_ asbestos 

_ _ built  up 

_ other 

_ wood  shingle 

X  metal 

unknown 

_ slate 

_ ceramic/terra  cotta  tile  j  | 

pyramidal 

mansard 

complex 

round 


conical  _ unknown 

flat 

shed 

other  (see  narrative) 


Chimney(s) 


gable  end  exterior 
gable  end  interior/flush 


_  ridge  center 
ridge  off-center 
_  slope  center 
slope  off  center 


_ _ low  pitch 

_ moderate  pitch 

_ steep  pitch 

_ w /  parapet  wall 


_ lateral  exterior 

_ removed 

_ other 

"X  unknown 


Standing  Structure  55-1012 

Standing  Structure  55-1012  was  revisited  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associated,  Inc.,  in  1999 
uring  Phase  1  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the 
Cult  Feasibility  Study.  The  structure  is  located  along  the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terrebonne  east  of 
Louisiana  Highway  55.  It  is  situated  approximately  100  m  (328  ft)  to  the  northeast  of  the  confluence  of 
ayou  lerrebonne  and  Lapeyrouse  Canal.  The  structure  occupies  a  distributaiy  natural  levee  and  it  lies  at 
iouiu'T1'5  m  ^  ^  NGVD  Standmg  Structure  55-1012  originally  was  recorded  by  Paul  Leslie  m 
tom  C  Tiaracterized  ttie  building  as  a  one  and  one-half  story  Acadian  Creole  T  that  dated  from  ca 
1910.  Leslie  noted  that  the  dwelling  contained  “an  asbestos  slate  exterior  in  side  [sic]  of  the  house, 
concrete  reinforcement  pillars,  aluminum  replacement  windows,  [a]  side  garage,  [a]  single  front  door  [a I 
screened  in  front  porch,  concrete  piers,  [and]  aluminum  awnings”.  He  stated  that  the  building  was 

occupied  and  in  excellent  condition.  The  significance  of  Standing  Structure  55-1012  however  was  not 
assessed. 

,  .  R'  Christopher  Goodwin  and  Associates,  Inc.,  revisited  Standing  Structure  55-1012  to  collect 
additional  data  pertaining  to  the  significance  of  the  dwelling.  Since  the  structure  is  heavily  overgrown 
wit  vegetation,  only  limited  data  was  recorded.  The  structure  consists  of  a  symmetrical,  wood  frame. 

a  tonal  style  side-gabled  (Acadian)  dwelling  with  an  attached,  open  carport.  It  is  one  and  one-half 
sones  in  height,  rectangular  in  plan,  and  it  measures  approximately  10  x  15  m  (32.8  x  49.2  ft)  in  size 
e  carport  which  may  represent  an  addition  to  the  mam  structure,  is  positioned  along  the  southern 
elevation  of  the  dwelling  and  it  measures  roughly  6  x  7  m  (19.7  x  23.0  ft)  in  size.  The  interior  of  Standing 
tructure  5>5-lOI2  could  not  be  accessed;  however,  it  appears  from  the  exterior  that  the  building  contains 
a  massed  floor -plan,  probably  two  rooms  deep.  Like  Standing  Structure  55-1011,  the  roof  at  Standing 
rue  ure  5-1012  is  side-gabled  along  the  front  (western)  elevation,  but  it  also  includes  a  cross  gable 
a  ong  the  rear  (eastern)  elevation.  The  roof  contains  slightly  overhanging  eaves  along  the  front  (western) 
elevation  and  it  is  comprised  of  corrugated  metal.  There  are  no  decorative  treatments  present  on  the  roof 

the  absence  of  a  chimney  suggests  that  Standing  Structure  55-1012  probably  was  heated  with  one  or 
more  stoves  or  furnaces. 

Standing  Structure  55-1012  is  supported  by  masonry  (cinder  block  and  concrete)  piers  and  it 
contains  decorative  masonry  walls  along  its  perimeter  The  masonry  walls  are  comprised  of  a  variation  on 
t  e  typical  English  bond;  rather  than  alternating  rows  of  stretchers  and  headers,  the  headers  were 
removed,  leaving  a  gap  between  the  stretchers.  The  brick  associated  with  the  decorative  masonry  walls  is 
machine-made  and  appears  to  be  a  relatively  modem  addition  to  the  dwelling.  Standing  Structure  1012 
probably  is  wood  frame,  but  the  specific  method  of  construction  is  not  known.  The  dwelling  is  dad  in 
wood  or  asbestos  slate  shingles.  The  exterior  of  the  structure  is  painted  grayish-blue. 

Standing  Structure  55-1012  contains  an  inset  front  porch  that  extends  along  the  entire  eastern  fayade 
or  the  dwelling  and  it  is  contained  beneath  the  principal  roof.  The  front  porch  contains  four  squared 
woo  en  columns  painted  white,  and  an  attached  wood  frame  designed  to  support  screening  and  a  screen 
oor.  I  he  porch  floor  is  comprised  of  flush  wooden  planks.  A  series  of  five  masonry  (brick)  steps  lead  to 
the  tront  porch;  like  the  decorative  masonry  walls  described  above,  the  brick  associated  with  the  front 
steps  is  machine-made  and  appears  to  be  a  modem  replacement.  Other  that  a  full-faqade  metal  awninu 
also  probably  an  addition,  there  is  no  ornamentation  on  the  front  porch.  Standing  Structure  55-1012 
contains  a  side  entryway  along  the  southern  elevation  of  the  dwelling  that  leads  into  the  carport;  it  too 

contains  a  series  of  five  masonry  steps  comprised  of  modem  looking  brick.  Standing  Structure  55-IOP 
lacks  a  back  porch. 


he  front  door  at  Standing  Structure  55-1012  consists  of  a  flush  wooden  door  with  three  inset, 
lagonally  oriented,  rectangular  transoms.  The  side  door  associated  with  the  entryway  in  the  car  port  also 
consists  of  a  flush  wooden  door  Two  windows,  positioned  on  either  side  of  the  front  door,  are  located 
along  the  eastern  side  of  the  dwelling.  The  northern  elev  ation  of  Standing  Structure  55-1012  incorporates 
five  windows;  three  windows  are  located  along  the  northern  wall,  while'two  windows  are  situated  in  the 
gable  wall.  The  southern  elevation  contains  six  windows;  four  are  positioned  on  the  southern  wall  and 
two  are  incorporated  into  the  gable  wall  The  rear  (eastern)  elevation  of  Standing  Structure  55-1012 


includes  only  two  windows;  both  are  situated  along  the  eastern  wall.  All  of  the  windows  at  Standing 
Structure  55-1012  are  double  hung  (2/2)  While  at  least  one  window  contains  a  decorative  awning,  none 
of  the  windows  contain  shutters. 

While  the  actual  date  of  construction  for  Standing  Structure  55-1012  is  not  known,  it  is  believed  to 
date  from  the  early  twentieth  century.  The  symmetry  of  the  structure,  the  apparent  floor  plan,  the  exterior 
cladding,  and  the  decorative  features  all  are  consistent  with  an  early  twentieth  century  date.  Although  the 
carport  probably  represents  an  addition  to  the  main  structure,  the  side  door  appears  to  be  original  and  it 
may  have  been  designed  to  access  a  driveway.  This  would  not  be  inconsistent  with  an  early  twentieth 
century  date.  Paul  Leslie,  who  originally  recorded  Standing  Structure  55-1012  in  1981,  suggested  that  the 
dwelling  dated  from  ca.  1910. 

In  summation.  Standing  Structure  55-1012  consists  of  an  early  twentieth  century,  wood  frame, 
National  style,  side-gabled  dwelling.  The  structure  currently  is  abandoned  and  it  is  in  fair  to  poor 
condition.  Although  Standing  Structure  55-1012  is  situated  in  a  rural  area  that  retains  integrity  of  setting, 
it  is  a  relatively  common  expression  of  an  early  twentieth  century,  National  style  dwelling.  In  addition, 
the  structure  has  been  altered  physically  since  it  originally  was  constructed.  The  carport  appears  to 
represent  an  addition  to  the  main  dwelling,  as  do  the  decorative  masonry  walls,  both  sets  of  masonry 
stairs,  the  decorative  awnings,  and  the  wood  frame  on  the  porch  designed  to  support  screening.  Standing 
Structure  55-1012  is  a  typical  example  of  a  locally  common  house  type  and  it  possesses  no  known 
historical  associations  of  any  import.  On  the  basis  of  its  externally  visible  architecture,  Standing  Structure 
55-1012  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places 

criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d])  No  additional  architectural  recordation  of  this  building  is 
recommended  = 


Windows 


.  fixed  divided 

_ single-hung 

.  batten  double-hung 

fixed  single  _ triple-hung 


_  bay 
_  oriel 
.  Palladian 
casement 


sliding 
replacement 
unknown 
other  . 


Doors/Surrounds 

Porch 


X  flush  _ fanlight  _ screened  _ Federal 

_ glazed  _ sidelights  _ replacement  _ Greek  Revival 

_ partially  glazed  transom  _ unknown  _ Queen  Anne 


_ gallery  _ porte-cochere  X  integrated _ enclosed 

_ portico  full  width  _ wrap  _ unknown 

slooP  _ balcony _ partial  width  _ peripteral _ other 

verandah _ loggia  _ attached  screened 


Additions  and  Alterations  | 


Secondary 


X  stoop 
verandah 


description 


_ gallery  _ porte-cochere _ integrated _ enclosed 

_ _ portico  _ full  width  _ wrap  _ unknown 

_ balcony _ partial  width  _ peripteral _ other 

_ loggfa  _ attached  _ screened 


impact 
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Standing  Structure  55-1012  consists  of  a  symmetrical,  wood  frame,  National  style,  side-gabled 
(Acadian)  dwelling  with  an  attached,  open  carport.  It  is  one  and  one-half  stones  in  height,  rectangular  in 
plan,  and  it  measures  approximately  10  x  15  m  (32.8  x  49.2  ft)  in  size.  Since  the  interior  of  the  structure 
could  not  be  accessed,  the  floor  plan  is  not  known;  however,  it  appears  to  be  associated  with  the  massed 
plan,  side-gabled  family.  A  more  detailed  description  of  Standing  Structure  55-1012  is  attac  e  to  t  is 
form  as  an  addendum. 
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Robblee,  Patrick  P.,  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  Jeremy  Pincoske,  and  William  I  .  Athens 

2000  Phase  l  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  OulJ 
Feasibilitv  Study.  Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parishes.  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  completion  of  the  project - 


Outbuildings 


n 

type: _ 

date :  e  /  c_ 
comment: 


1  -  single  crib  barn  4  -  storage/misc.  shed  7  -  corn  crib 

2  -  double  crib  barn  5  -  smoke  house  8  -  coop 

1  3  .  transverse-crib  barn  6  -  spring/well  house  9  -  qua  ers 

~n  Ti 

type: _  type: - _  tyPe: - 

date:  e  /  c _  date:  e  /  c _  date:  e  /  c_ 

comment: _  comment: _  comment: — 


10  -garcconier 

11  -pigeonnier 

12  -  kitchen 


13 -office  16  *  privey 

1 4  -  machine  shed  17 -stable 


15  -  garage 


ft  5 

type: _ 

date :  c  /  c_ 
comment; 


18  -  other 

_ 

type : _ 

date :  e  /  c _ 

comment: _ 


>uisiana  Historic  Resource  Inventory 


Louisiana  Division  of  Historic  Preservation 

Office  of  Cultural  Development 

Department  of  Culture,  Recreation  and  Tourism 


Location  and  Geographic  Information 


Name  of  Property:  _ _ 

Address:.  <U  1  G-fl  5  s') _ 

Locality:  DCity  0  Community  □  Vicinity  □  Rural 
City/Community/Vicinity  of...:  /\A  o 


Topographic  Quad 


UTM: 


■  fl'Wi  e  I.  A  (mw 


Owner  Name: 


:  P«-l 
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Owner  Address:  1  %  I  l — Py  S  5* 
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Parish: 


Quad  Size:  0  7.5  IZl  15 


IM. 


iSS 

township 


section 


Tax  Parcel: 


Property  Information 


Type:  □  Site  0  Structure  □  Building  □  Object 


Level  of  Recognition:  □  NHL  □  NR  individual  □  NR  district/element  □  DOE  □  Local  □  None 
Previously  Surveyed:  IS  Yes  □  No  When,  Located  Where?:  i y  UsLs,  m\ 
Government  Preservation  Activity:  0  Section  106  □  Grant  □  Tax  Credit  □  Local  Ord.  □  Other 

HABS/HAER:  □  Yes  □  No  NR  eligibility:  □  Potential  individual  □  Potential  district  0  Ineligible 
Condition:  □  Excellent  0  Good  □  Fair  □  Poor  □  Ruin 

Remark: _ _ _ _ _ _ ■ _ 

Integrity:  □  Unaltered  13  Altered  (Historic)  □  Altered  (Non-Historic) 

Remark: _ ___ _ — - 

Threats:  Q  Abandonment  Cl  Neglect  [U  Alteration  O  Development  0  Government  Action  [U  None 
Remark:  _  Co^sVocjV'O  A _ 


form  HP'SVY9-1 


Physical  Description 


Date  of  □  circa 
Construction:  □  Exact 


Function  and  Use 


U  tr  domestic 
rt  P  single  dwelling 

_ secondary  structure 

_ servant  quarter 

_ multiple  dwelling 

_ hotel 

_ institutional  housing 

_ camp 

_ commerce/trade 

_ business 

_ professional 

_ organizational 

_ financial  institution 

_ specialty  store 

_ department  store 

_ restaurant 

_ warehouse 


"P"  for  Present,  "H"  for  Historic 


_  social 
_  meeting  hall 
_  clubhouse 
.  civic 

_  government 
_  capitol 
_  city  hall 

_  correctional  facility 
_  fire  station 
_  government  office 
_  custom  house 
_  post  office 
_  public  works 
_  courthouse 
education 
_  school 
_  college 


_  library 

research  facility 
religion 

_  religious  facility 
church  school 
recreation/culture 
theater 
auditorium 
museum 
sports  facility 
outdoor  recreation 
fair 

monument/marker 
work  of  art 

agriculture/subsistence 

processing 

storage 


Moved:  OYes 
_  □  No 


_  animal  facility 
_  fishing  facility 
_  horticultural  facility 
_  irrigation  facility 
industry 
_  manufacturing 
_  extractive  facility 
waterworks 

„  communication  facility 
,  processing  site 
energy  production 
health  care 
hospital 
clinic 

sanitarium 
medical  office 
resort 
defense 
arms  storage 


When? 


,  fortification 
_  military  facility 
_  coast  guard  facility 
battle  site 
landscape 
.  park 
.  plaza 
_  garden 
transportation 
rail-related 
.  air-related 
_  water-related 
_  road-related 
_  pedestrian-related 
unknown 
vacant 
other 


Form  and  Dimensions 


_ single  pen 

_ shotgun 

_ double-shotgun 

_ camel  back 

X  double  pen 

_ hall-parlor 

_ saddlebag 

_ creole  cottage 

_ dog  trot 


central-hall 
gable-ell 
bungalow 
pyramidal  cottage 
Queen  Anne  cottage 
central-hall.  2  pile  cottage 
bluffland  cottage 
central-hall  l-house 
double-pen  l-house 


_ hall-parlor  l-house 

_ Creole  house 

_ central  hall,  2  pile  house 

_ Queen  Anne  house 

_ four  square 

_ minimal  tradition  cottage 

_ split  level  — ■ ; — r — 7 

_ ranch  'Height: 

_  row  house  Width:;. 

warehouse  ,-v  . 

—  .  ,  Depth:  ' 

depot 


_  skyscraper  H  L 

commercial  row  bldg.  c 

freestanding  commercial  *^T  T 

single-crib  barn  - - - - 

transverse-crib  barn  X  symmetrical 
other  -  asymetrical 


_2.5-_23  _5-1 0  . 

Width?  :5^L2  _2.5  _3  _13+ 

Depth:  _3  __3+ 


L 

cruciform 
T  ; 


_  vertical 
horizontal 


10-20 


□  High  Style  S  Elements  of...  □  No  Style 


X  Creole/  French  Colonial 

_ Federal 

_ Greek  Revival 

_ Gothic  Revival 

Italian  Villa 


_ Exotic  Revival 

_ Victorian  Gothic 

_ Italianate 

_ Second  Empire 

Queen  Anne 


_  Eastlake/Stick 
_  Shingle  Style 
_  Romanesque 
Renaissance 
Beaux  Arts 


Colonial  Revival 
Classical  Revival 
Tudor  Revival 
Late  Gothic  Revival 
Mission 

Italian  Renaissance 
French  Renaissance 


_ Prairie  _ Intern 

_ Commercial  Style  Jk  Other 

_ Chicago  NWU  Or 

_ Skyscraper 

_ Craftsman 

_ Moderne  _ 

Art  Deco  _ 


International 


Foundation 


_ post  in  ground 


sill  on  ground  concrete  block  pier 

wooden  pier  _ concrete  pylon  pier 

brick  pier  continuous  brick 


continuous  stone 
continuous  concrete  block 
concrete  slab 


unknown 


w/stone  infill 
_  w/  brick  infill 
w/  concrete  block  infill 


Construction  I 


_  post  in  ground 
post  on  sill 


log  (note  notch) 
hewn  log 

french  timber  frame 
eastern  brace  frame 


_ balloon  frame 

X  unknown  wood  frame 

_ load  bearing  brick 

_ load  bearing  stone 


load  bearing  concrete  block 
reinforced  concrete 
_  steel  frame/curtain  wall 
unknown  construction 


_  w /  bousillage  infill 

_ w /  brick  infill 

w/  stone  infill 


Exterior  Materials  \ 


_ vertical  board 

_ board  and  batten 

_ log  (note  dressing)  _ wood  shingle 

X  clapboard/weatherboard _ exposed  bousillage 

_ drop/novelty  siding  _ stucco 

_ flush  horizontal  board  _ brick  (note  bond) 


_ stone  (note  dressing) 

_ concrete  block 

_ decorative  concrete  block 

_ poured  concrete  wall 

_ pigmented  glass 

glass  block 


_ glazed  brick/tile/block 

_ sheet  metal 

_ enamelled  steel 

_ asbestos 

X  aluminum/vinyl  siding 


asphalt 

reconstituted  wood  siding 
permastone 
other  (see  narrative) 
unknown 


_ front  gable 

X  side  gable 


_ parapet  gable 

_ stepped  gable 

_ clipped  gable 

_ cross  gable 


gambrel 

hip 

double  pitch  hip 
gable  on  hip 


_ pyramidal 

_ mansard 

_ complex 

round 


_ conical  _  unkm 

_ flat 

_ shed 

_ other  (see  narrative) 


_ low  pitch 

_ moderate  pitch 

X  steep  pitch 
w/  parapet  wall 


Roof  Materials 


wood  shingle 
slate 


_ asphalt  shingle  _ built  up 

_ asbestos  _ other 

X  metal  unknown 

_ ceramic/terra  cotta  tile 


Chimney(s) 


_ gable  end  exterior 

_ gable  end  interior/flush 


_  ridge  center 
_  ridge  off-center 
_  slope  center 
_slope  off  center 


lateral  exterior 
X  removed 
other 


Windows 


_ fixed  divided 

_ single-hung 

batten  A  double-hung 

fixed  single  _ triple-hung 


bay 

oriel 

Palladian 

casement 


sliding 

replacement 

unknown 

other 


number 


_ batten 

X  french 
X_  panel 


flush  _ fanlight  _ screened  _ Federal 

glazed  _ sidelights  _ replacement  _ Greek  Revival 

partially  glazed  _ transom  _ unknown  _ Queen  Anne 


_ gallery  _ porte-cochere  X.  integrated _ enclosed 

_ portico  full  width  _ wrap  _ unknown 

_  stoop  _ balcony _ partial  width  _ peripteral _ other 

verandah _ loggia  _ attached  _ screened 


Additions  and  Alterations 


Secondary! 


stoop 

verandah 


y  _ porte-cochere _ integrated 

o  _ full  width  _ wrap 

balcony _ partial  width  _ peripteral  _ 

loggia  _ attached  _ screened 


enclosed 

unknown 

other 
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Context 


_ Plantation  Agriculture  (1750-1945) 

yf  Creole  Architecture  (1750  -  1900) 

_ Upland  South  Culture  (1820  -1945) 

_ New  Orleans  as  Seaport  (1718  -1945) 

_ Transportation  Systems  (1812  -1845) 

_ Historic  Lumber  Industry  (1880-1920) 

_ Rice  Boom  (1880-1945) 

_ Oil  and  Gas  Industry  (1903-1945) 

X  Anglo-American  Architecture  (1800-1945) 


Significance 


_ agriculture  _ religion 

X  architecture  _ science 

_ archeology  _ social  history 

_ art  _ transportation 

_ commerce 

_ communications 

_ community  planning  and  development 

_ conservation 

_ economics 

_ education 

_ engineering 

_ entertainment/recreation 

_ ethnic  heritage 

_ exploration/settlement 

_ health/medicine 

_ industry 

_ invention 

_ landscape  architecture 

_ law 

_ literature 

_ maritime  history 

_ military 

_ performing  arts 

_ philosophy 

_ poll  tics/govern  men  t 


Narrative 


Standing  Structure  55-1011  consists  of  a  symmetrical,  wood  frame.  National  style,  side-gabled 
(Acadian  salt  box)  dwelling  with  a  rear  addition.  While  access  to  the  interior  ol  Standing  Structure  55- 
1011  was  not  mailable,  the  floor  plan  is  believed  to  be  associated  with  the  massed  plan,  side-gabled 
family.  Standing  Structure  55-101  1  is  rectangular  in  plan  and  one  and  one  hall  stories  in  height.  The  mam 
part  of  the  structure  measures  approximately  12  x  12  m  (39.4  \  62.3  It),  while  the  rear  addition  measures 
*7  x  12  m  (23.0  ft).  The  roof  is  comprised  of  corrugated  metal.  A  more  detailed  description  of  this  building 
is  attached  to  this  form  as  an  addendum. 


History 


Sources 


Robblee.  Patrick  P.,  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  Jeremy  Pineoskc,  and  William  P  Athens 

2000  Phase  /  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morgans  a  to  the  Gulj 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  Lafourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
I  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  project  completion. 


Outbuildings 


1  -  single  crib  barn  4  -  storage/misc.  shed  7  -  corn  crib  10  -garcconier  13 -office  16-privey 

2  -  double  crib  barn  5 -smoke  house  8  -  coop  11  -pigeonnier  14  -  machine  shed  17  -^stable 

3  -  transverse-crib  bam  6  -  spring/well  house  9 -quarters  12 -kitchen  15-  garage _ -  other^ 


#1 

type: _ 

date:  e  /  c_ 
comment: 


#2 

type: _ _ 

date:  e  /  c__ 
comment : 


#  3 

type: _ 

date :  e  /  c_ 
comment: 


#4 

tvoe: 

#5 

type: 

date:  e  /  c 

date :  e  /  c 

comment: 

comment: 

-  otner^ 

#6 

type: _ 

date :  e  /  c _ 

comment: _ 


Site  Plan 


Standing  Structure  55-1011  was  revisited  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  during 
Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study.  The  structure  is  positioned  along  the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terrebonne  approximately  1.6 
km  (1.0  mi)  south  of  the  community  of  Pointe  Ban*.  It  is  sandwiched  between  Louisiana  Highway  55  to 
the  west  and  an  adjoining  wetland  to  the  east.  Standing  Structure  55-101  1  lies  on  a  distributary  natural 
levee  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  ol  1.5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD.  While  this  structure  originally  was  recorded  by 
Paul  Leslie  in  1981,  the  location  of  the  building  incorrectly  was  plotted  in  the  standing  structure  files 
maintained  by  the  Louisiana  Division  of  Historic  Preservation.  Standing  Structure  55-1011  actually  is 
positioned  approximately  1.3  km  (0.8  mi)  upstream  from  its  mapped  location.  Consequently,  an  updated 
standing  structure  form  depicting  the  correct  location  of  the  building  was  completed  and  submitted  to  the 
Division  of  Historic  Preservation. 

Leslie  identified  Standing  Structure  55-101 1  as  the  Guidry  House  and  he  described  it  as  an  Acadian 
salt  box  that  dates  from  ca.  1830.  He  noted  that  the  building  had  a  tin  gable,  a  removed  fireplace,  double 
front  French  doors,  double  hung  (6/6)  windows,  a  screened  in  front  porch,  aluminum  siding,  a  cistern,  a 
rear  porch,  and  a  rear  garage.  Leslie  did  not  assess  the  significance  of  the  dwelling  applying  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]). 

R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  revisited  Standing  Structure  55-1011  as  a  part  of  the 
cunent  investigation  and  additional  information  pertaining  to  the  building  was  recorded.  The  structure 
consists  of  a  symmetrical,  wood  frame,  National  style,  side-gabled  (Acadian  salt  box)  dwelling  with  a  rear 
addition.  While  access  to  the  interior  of  Standing  Structure  55-101 1  was  not  available,  the  floor  plan  is 
believed  to  be  associated  with  the  massed  plan,  side-gabled  family.  Standing  Structure  55-101 1  is 
rectangular  in  plan  and  one  and  one-half  stones  in  height.  The  main  part  of  the  structure  measures 
approximately  12  x  12  m  (39.4  x  62.3  ft),  while  the  rear  addition  measures  7  x  12  m  (23.0  ft).  The  roof  is 
comprised  of  corrugated  metal.  The  roof  covering  the  rear  addition  is  dropped.  While  no  evidence  of  a 
chimney  was  identified,  the  owner  of  the  structure,  Mr.  Delman  Guidry,  reported  that  a  brick  chimney 
once  was  positioned  along  the  southern  elevation  of  the  dwelling,  but  it  was  removed  at  an  unspecified 
date.  Lastly,  a  cistern  was  recorded  along  the  south  elevation  of  the  structure  and  a  garage  was  observed 
to  the  rear  of  the  building. 

Standing  Structure  55-1011  is  supported  by  masonry  (concrete)  piers;  these  modem  looking  piers 
undoubtedly  represent  replacements.  The,  building  is  wood  frame,  although  the  specific  method  of 
construction  could  not  be  identified.  Standing  Structure  55-1011  is  clad  in  horizontally  oriented  wood 
siding  (painted  white)  along  its  western  side,  and  in  replacement  aluminum  siding  (also  white)  on  the 
remaining  sides.  Both  the  wood  and  aluminum  siding  are  lapped. 

The  front  porch  at  Standing  Structure  55-101 1  extends  across  the  entire  fagade  of  the  western  side  of 
the  dwelling  and  it  is  contained  beneath  the  principal  roof.  The  front  porch  contains  four  squared  wooden 
columns  with  a  banister.  The  porch  floor  is  comprised  of  flush,  cut  planks  painted  gray.  The  front  porch  is 
accessed  by  a  series  ot  lour  concrete  replacement  steps.  The  back  porch  at  Standing  Structure  55-101 1  is 
located  in  the  southeast  comer  of  the  dwelling;  it  extends  across  the  southern  half  of  the  rear  facade  and  it 
is  contained  beneath  the  roof  ol  the  addition.  The  back  porch  is  supported  by  a  single  squared  wooden 
post  and  it  is  accessed  by  a  series  of  three  concrete  steps. 

The  front  fapade  at  Standing  Structure  55-101 1  contains  double  French  doors.  Each  of  these  doors 
are  paneled  and  each  contains  two  windows.  Standing  Structure  55-1011  also  contains  a  paneled  back 
door  located  in  the  back  porch.  The  western  side  of  the  dwelling  contains  two  windows  that  flank  the 
double  French  doors;  both  windows  are  double  hung  (6/6).  The  southern  side  of  Standing  Structure  55- 
1011  contains  three  windows,  the  northern  side  has  four  windows,  and  the  eastern  side  contains  one 
window.  Each  of  these  windows  also  are  double  hung  (6/6). 

The  actual  date  of  construction  for  Standing  Structure  55-101  1  is  unknown,  but  the  estimated  date  is 
mid-nineteenth  century.  Mr.  Guidry  reported  that  his  grandfather  purchased  the  house  in  1859  and  he 
believed  that  it  was  constructed  ca.  1849.  While  the  National  style  generally  dates  from  post  ca.  1850  to 
1890,  the  simple,  symmetrical  floor  plan  of  Standing  Structure  55-1011  is  characteristic  of  buildings 
constructed  prior  to  ca.  1 850. 


In  summary,  Standing  Structure  55-101!  consists  of  a  mid-nineteenth  century,  National  style, 
massed  plan,  side-gabled  (Acadian  salt  box)  dwelling.  Although  it  is  a  well  maintained  building,  the 
original  fabric  of  the  dwelling  has  been  compromised  by  the  addition  of  a  rear  wing,  the  replacement  of 
the  original  steps  and  structural  supports,  the  addition  of  aluminum  siding,  and  the  removal  of  the  original 
chimney.  These  results  suggest  that  Standing  Structure  55-101  1  no  longer  possess  integrity  of  materials, 
design,  or  workmanship.  This  structure  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional  recordation 
of  Standing  Structure  55-1011  is  recommended. 
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Narrative 


Standing  Structure  55-1112  consists  of  a  heavily  deteriorated,  symmetrical,  wood  frame,  National 
style,  front-gabled  shotgun  that  also  contains  elements  reminiscent  of  the  Craftsman  sty'e_™e  s^ture  is 
rectangular  in  plan  and  one  story  in  height  and  it  measures  approximately  10  x  17.5  m  (32.8.x  5  /.  )  m 

size.  A  more  detailed  description  of  this  building  is  attached  to  this  form  as  an  addendum. 


History 


Sources 


Robblee,  Patrick  P.,  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  Jeremy  Pincoske,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  I  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study,  Terrebonne  and  Lafourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  project  completion. 
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Standing  Structure  55-1112  was  identified  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.,  during 
Phase  I  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study.  The  structure  is  located  on  the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terrebonne  approximately  0.9  km 
(0.6  nn)  upstream  from  the  confluence  of  that  bayou  and  the  Lapeyrouse  Canal.  The  building  is  bounded 
to  the  west  by  Bayou  Terrebonne  and  to  the  east  by  an  interdistributary  wetland.  It  occupies  a  distributary 
natural  levee  and  it  lies  at  an  elevation  of  1.5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD.  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates, 
55°  1 1  pClJmented  Standmg  Structure  55-1112  while  en  route  to  previously  recorded  Standing  Structure 

Standing  Structure  55-1112  was  characterized  as  a  heavily  deteriorated,  symmetrical,  wood  frame, 
ational  style,  front-gabled  shotgun  that  also  contains  elements  reminiscent  of  the  Craftsman  style. 
Access  to  the  interior  of  this  building  was  not  available.  Standing  Structure  55-1  1 12  is  rectangular  in  plan 
and  one  story  in  height  and  it  measures  approximately  10  x  17.5  m  (32.8.x  57.4  ft)  in  size.  The  front- 
gabled  roof  is  comprised  of  corrugated  metal.  Standing  Structure  55-1112  contains  an  interior  brick 
chimney  positioned  on  the  slope  of  the  gable.  A  subterranean  cistern  is  located  adjacent  to  the  eastern  side 
or  the  dwelling,  and  a  shed  is  positioned  to  the  rear  of  the  building. 

The  foundation  material  at  Standing  Structure  55-1112  consists  of  masonry  (concrete)  piers.  The 
ui  ing  is  wood  frame,  with  a  balloon  or  platform  frame  construction.  Standing  Structure  55-1 1 12  is  clad 
in  horizontally  oriented,  lapped  wooden  planks  and  commercial  plywood.  Although  a  majority  of  the 

paint  is  worn  off  of  the  building,  paint  chips  on  the  exterior  of  the  dwelling  suggest  that  it  originally  was 
painted  gray  and  white.  6  3 

u  u°nt  porch  at  Standing  Structure  55-1 1 12  is  partial  width  and  it  is  confined  to  the  northern  two- 

thirfS  the  eastern  fa?ade  of  ^  dwelling.  The  porch  is  extended  with  a  partially  dropped,  front-gable 
root,  rhe  juxtaposition  of  the  partially  dropped,  front-gabled  porch  roof  on  the  front-gabled  main  roof  is 
characteristic  of  the  Craftsman  architectural  style,  a  tradition  that  dates  from  ca.  1905  -  1930.  The  front 
porch  is  enclosed  in  commercial  plywood  and  it  contains  four  squared  wooden  columns.  The  porch  is 
accessed  by  two  wooden  steps,  and  the  porch  floor  is  comprised  of  flush,  cut  planks.  Standing  Structure 
55-1112  does  not  contain  a  back  porch. 

Although  the  front  entryway  at  Standing  Structure  55-1112  contains  a  screen  door,  the  main  door  has 
been  removed.  Similarly,  the  rear  door  at  the  building  also  is  missing.  Standing  Structure  55-1112 
contains  seven  windows;  one  window  is  positioned  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  dwelling,  and  two  windows 

each  are  situated  on  the  northern,  southern,  and  western  sides.  The  windows  are  double  hung  with  6/6 
panes. 

While  the  actual  date  of  construction  for  Standing  Structure  55-1112  is  not  known,  the  estimated 
date  is  the  first  quarter  of  the  twentieth  century.  This  data  is  consistent  with  National  style  shotguns  as 
well  as  with  the  date  range  for  Craftsman  type  dwellings  (ca.  1905  -  1930). 

In  summary.  Standing  Structure  55-1112  consists  of  an  early  twentieth  century,  wood  frame, 
National  style,  front-gabled  shotgun  with  a  porch  roof  similar  to  Craftsman  style  configurations.  The 
building  currently  is  unoccupied  and  it  is  in  a  poor,  dilapidated  condition.  Better  examples  of  this  type  of 
building  stock  are  preserved  throughout  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisiana.  Standing  Structure  55-1112 
represents  a  typical  example  of  a  locally  and  regionally  common  house  type.  It  possesses  no  known 
historical  associations  of  any  import  and  it  is  not  locally  significant.  On  the  basis  of  its  externally  visible 
architecture.  Standing  Structure  55-1112  does  not  possess  the  qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  for  evaluation  (36  CFR  60.4  [a-d]).  No  additional 
architectural  recordation  of  this  building  is  recommended. 
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Narrative 


_  Standing  Structure  55-1 1 13i  consists  of  a  symmetrical,  wood  frame.  National  style,  side-gabled  dwelling. 

_ Since  the  interior  of  the  structure  could  not  be  accessed,  the  floor  plan  is  not  known;  however,  it  appears 

_ to  be  associated  with  the  massed  plan,  side-gabled  family.  Standing  Structure  SS-1  is  slightly  rectangular 

_ in  plan,  one  story  in  height,  and  it  measures  8.5  x  9.5  m  (27.9  x  31.2  ft)  in  size.  A  more  detailed 

_ description  of  this  building  is  attached  to  this  form  as  an  addendum. 


History 


Robblee,  Patrick  P.,  Matthew  J.  Keelean,  Colleen  Hanratty,  Jeremy  Pincoske,  and  William  P.  Athens 

2000  Phase  l  Cultural  Resources  Sample  Survey  of  the  Proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf 
Feasibility  Study ;  Terrebonne  and  Lafourche  Parishes,  Louisiana.  To  be  submitted  to  the 
_ U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  Orleans  District,  upon  project  completion. 
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Standing  Structure  55-1 113  was  identified  by  R.  Christopher  Goodwin  &  Associates,  Inc.  during  Phase 
I  cultural  resources  survey  and  archeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  Morganza  to  the  Gulf  Feasibility 
Study.  The  structure  is  located  along  the  east  bank  of  Bayou  Terrebonne  approximately  700  m  (2,296.6  ft) 
upstream  from  the  confluence  of  that  bayou  and  Lapeyrouse  Canal.  The  building  is  situated  between 
Louisiana  Highway  55  and  a  wetland.  Standing  Structure  55-1 113  lies  on  a  distributary  natural  levee  and  at 
an  elevation  of  1 .5  m  (5  ft)  NGVD.  It  consists  of  a  symmetrical,  wood  frame,  National  style,  side-gabled 
dwelling.  Since  the  interior  of  the  structure  could  not  be  accessed,  the  floor  plan  is  not  known;  however,  it 
appears  to  be  associated  with  the  massed  plan,  side-gabled  family.  Standing  Structure  55-1113  is  slightly 
rectangular  in  plan,  one  story  in  height,  and  it  measures  8.5  x  9.5  m  (27.9  x  31.2  ft)  in  size.  The  configuration 
of  the  roof  is  unique  in  that  the  front  (facing)  half  is  side-gabled,  while  the  rear  (eastern)  half  contains  a  cross 
gable.  The  structure  contains  slightly  overhanging  eaves  on  all  four  sides  with  rafters  exposed  along  the  front 
(western)  elevation  of  the  dwelling.  The  roof  consists  of  corrugated  metal.  A  brick  chimney  is  positioned 
along  the  northern  gable  wall  of  the  dwelling.  A  well  or  cistern  is  located  along  the  south  elevation  of  the 
structure. 

Standing  Structure  SS-1  is  supported  by  masonry  (brick  and  cinder  block)  piers;  the  cinder  block  piers 
likely  represent  replacements.  The  structure  is  wood  frame,  with  a  braced  frame  construction.  Standing 
Structure  55-1113  is  clad  in  both  cut  and  hand-planed  wooden  planks;  the  planks  are  horizontally  oriented 
along  the  front  (western)  elevation  of  the  dwelling  as  well  as  along  the  northern  and  southern  sides;  the 
planks  are  vertically  oriented  along  the  wall  of  the  rear  (eastern)  elevation  of  the  dwelling,  but  they  are 
horizontally  oriented  along  the  rear  gable.  The  vertical  planks  are  lapped,  while  the  horizontal  planks  are 
flush.  The  exterior  of  Standing  Structure  55-1 1 13  is  painted  yellow  on  the  front  (western)  side,  but  the  sides 
and  rear  of  the  dwelling  have  not  been  painted.  No  evidence  of  the  aluminum  siding  reported  by  Leslie  was 
identified  on  the  structure. 

The  front  porch  of  Standing  Structure  55-1 113  spans  the  entire  fa?ade  of  the  eastern  side  of  the  dwelling 
and  it  is  contained  beneath  the  principal  roof.  The  front  porch  contains  four  squared  wooden  columns  and 
two  wooden  steps  with  a  railing.  The  porch  floor  is  comprised  of  flush,  cut  planks  painted  gray.  Other  than 
the  fact  that  the  front  (eastern)  fa9ade  of  the  dwelling  is  painted  yellow,  there  is  no  ornamentation  associated 
with  the  front  porch.  The  back  porch  consists  of  a  simple,  extended  deck  comprised  of  flush  boards  and  it 
lacks  a  roof. 

The  front  door  at  Standing  Structure  55-1113  is  wooden  and  paneled  and  it  contains  three  windows;  a 
ghost  seam  running  around  the  boundaries  of  the  front  door  suggests  that  at  one  time  the  front  entryway  was 
much  larger,  but  it  since  has  been  replaced  with  a  smaller  opening.  The  back  door  of  Standing  Structure  55- 
1113  is  paneled  with  no  windows.  The  front  (eastern)  side  of  the  dwelling  contains  two  windows,  one  to 
either  side  of  the  front  door;  both  windows  are  double  hung  (3/2).  The  southern  and  northern  sides  of 
Standing  Structure  55-1011  contain  four  windows  each;  two  are  positioned  on  the  main  floor  and  two  are 
incorporated  into  the  gable.  Each  of  these  windows  is  double  hung  (3/2  on  the  main  floor  and  2/2  on  the 
gable).  There  are  no  windows  on  the  rear  (eastern)  side  of  the  dwelling. 

The  actual  date  of  construction  for  Standing  Structure  55-1113  is  unknown,  but  the  estimated  date  is 
early  to  mid-nineteenth  century.  The  National  style  generally  dates  from  post  ca.  1850  to  1890,  but  it  also 
continues  into  the  twentieth  century.  The  simple,  symmetrical  floor  plan  of  Standing  Structure  SS-1,  a  four- 
cornered  dwelling  that  is  probably  two  rooms  wide  by  two  rooms  deep,  however,  is  characteristic  of 
buildings  constructed  prior  to  ca.  1 850. 

In  summary.  Standing  Structure  55-1113  consists  of  a  mid-nineteenth  century,  National  style,  massed 
plan,  side-gabled  dwelling.  It  is  a  distinguishable  entity  that  appears  to  be  characteristic  both  of  the  National 
style  and  of  the  nineteenth  century.  In  addition,  it  contains  at  least  one  unique  architectural  attribute  in  the 
roof  configuration;  the  roof  combines  elements  of  both  side-gabled  and  cross-gabled  forms.  Standing 
Structure  55-1 1 13  is  situated  in  a  rural  area  that  appears  to  retain  integrity  of  setting.  Lastly,  the  building  is 
occupied  and  well  maintained.  These  results  suggest  that  Standing  Structure  55-1113  may  possess  research 
potential  as  an  exemplar  of  a  mid-nineteenth  century  National  style  dwelling.  This  structure  may  possess  the 
qualities  of  significance  as  defined  by  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  under  Criterion  C  (36  CFR 
60.4  [c]).  Avoidance  or  additional  recordation  of  Standing  Structure  55-1 1 13  is  recommended. 


